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STALIN, ARCHITECT OF PEACE 
And other editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


One thing above all things have the common people of the world desired: 
peace. To the average man throughout history war has been as utterly mean- 
ingless as flood or earthquake. He never knew when he would be asked by some 
emperor or princeling to lay down his hoe, pick up a blunderbuss, and march 
off to murder his fellows. 


Many have been the dreams of peace, many the blueprints. But the blueprints 
have always been made without enough reference to the material available. 
The dreams have never come true. The world has vainly wished peace without 
possessing the means to get it. There is a good chance to get it today if the 
world can be brought to see that the means of peace-are at hand. For they are 
at hand. 


Before the Soviet Union was formed Lenin recognized a certain idea put 
forward by Joseph Stalin as a sound idea. The idea was that the various nation- 
alities in the Soviet Union should not be melted down into one great Soviet 
block but should retain their cultural self-hoods, their languages, their tradi- 
tions and their religions insofar as these did not militate against the central 
purpose of the Soviet Union which was the development of man to his fullest 
capacity. These autonomous nations would, as long as was necessary, pool 
their sovereignty under one centre of direction which would hold such sov- 
ereignty in trust against the time when each autonomous nation, having recog- 
nized its destiny and its development as being bound up with the destiny and 


development of the other nations of the Soviet Union, could be entrusted with 
full autonomy. This idea of Stalin’s has been put into being by the Soviet 
Union and it is the crowning achievement of the Soviet Union. For it is noth- 
ing less than the realization on this earth of the dreams of the common peoples 
of all time. Stalin discovered the science of peace, and has built out of human 
material an actual structure of peace throughout a vast portion of the earth’s 
surface. This structure has proven its powers of resistance. It holds together 
under the heaviest tests. It is a structure which cannot but be imitated through- 
out the rest of the world. It could even be spread throughout the world when 
certain conditions have been fulfilled. 


It has often been said that world peace depended upon the creation of a 
United States of Europe. There is at the present time a Hitler-United States of 
Europe, but it doesn’t hold together. It is the wrong kind of union. Born in 
the brains of power-mad industrialists and, ecclesiastics it has constituted the 
world’s nightmare during the brief period of its existence. The far-seeing Dr. 
Joseph Goricar wrote in 1920*: “The beginning of the United States of Europe 
should be a United States of Slavia.” The idea of a United States of Slavia will 
no doubt be realized if it is not at this moment being realized; but I believe non- 
Slavic states will join the European federation immediately after, indeed almost 
concurrently with, the formation of a Slavic federation. 


Anyone who reads the editorial in our first issue will understand the joy 
with which THE PROTESTANT salutes the great achievement of the Soviet 
Union. This joy will be shared by all who exult in the differentiation of life 
in its cultural and spiritual expression. They will have recognized with us this 
idea of Stalin’s as the most fecund idea in political history and will have fought 
with us shoulder to shoulder to frustrate those whose dearest dream it was to 
prevent the realization of this idea. Two things had to be done before this 
idea could be realized. First, the economic framework had to be built in which 
differentiation could be not merely permitted but encouraged and enjoyed: the 
motive for exploiting differences in the race for profit or employment had to be 
removed by socialism so that men would be freed to exploit their differences 
as contributions to the richness and variety of life. Second, this economic frame- 
work had to be defended from both internal and external enemies, and such 
defense meant an armed state. The propulsive drive towards the realization 
of this human cathedral of peace was so great and the Russian people, long 
habituated to communal practices and with their passion for sacrifice, were 
such magnificent material that, miracle of miracles, Stalin’s prophetic politics 
have been realized and the building stands. Not all the machinations of western 
industrialism with its bought systems of communication can prevent the com- 
mon people of the world from perceiving this fact. 


Had the world refrained from attacking her, the Soviet Union would have 
found it unnecessary to set these regional nations up in the paraphernalia of 
armed sovereignty. In the present stage of the historical development of the 
West, however, this had to be done. Stalin is no platonist. He does what can 
be done. He dreams, but he makes his dreams meet up with reality. 


Let us give credit where credit is due. God alone is the ultimate judge of a 
man’s honesty. Those Bolsheviks who opposed Stalin were undoubtedly, many of 
them, acting in accordance with the dictates of their own consciences. They be- 

* The Inside Story of the Austro-German Intrigue, Doubleday, Page. 
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lieved they were right. It is as wrong to lump them all together and call them 
“rats” as it is to call the Japanese “monkeys.” Or as it is to call the Catholics 
“Fascists.” This is all very anti-semantic. God alone knows the inner honesty 
or dishonesty of a man’s soul. He is the judge in these ultimate matters of 
integrity. But that does not absolve us from the necessity of judging men prag- 
matically, that is, with respect to how their actions affect the welfare of man- 
kind. It is time now for the world to judge the Soviet achievement as it affects 
the world’s welfare. It is plain now that if the Soviet Union had followed 
Trotsky instead of Stalin the Germans and the Japanese would long since have 
met in Delhi, Hitler would long since have been in London and you can 
imagine for yourself the fate of this hemisphere. From the point of view of 
man’s welfare Stalin was right. The Soviet Union as it is today presents to the 
world an example of many peoples with the widest diversity of race, culture, 
language, not only living together in peace but fighting first the world’s mis- 
understanding and then the world’s enemy, Fascism. There is even a diversity 
of economic systems within the Soviet federation and there is reason to believe 
that even greater such economic variations can be entertained within that 
federation. 


This is the meaning of the recent statement by that great friend of THE 
PROTESTANT and disciple of Leonhard Ragaz, Eduard Benes, in which after 
reminding the western nations over and over again of their betrayal of Czecho- 
slovakia at Munich he said that the Czechs look for their security to the Soviet 
Union. His statement reflected no fear of danger to Czech capitalism from 
proximity of Soviet socialism. It is to be expected that more and more countries 
at the periphery of the Soviet system will find their salvation and their se- 
curity within the orbit of Soviet power. The sick world finds within itself a 
healthy world. If the sick world can only be brought to see where the core of 
its health lies there is hope for its convalescence. There is hope that the surgery 
of further wars will be unnecessary. Let us bend every effort to shake from the 
world’s eyes the distorting lenses through which it has looked upon the Soviet 
Union. 


IZVESTIA AND THE VATICAN 


Russia has been defending herself against the world for a quarter of a 
century, against the campaign of lies and vilification, against world encircle- 
ment with its numerous military canipaigns and fifth column infiltrations, finally 
against the onslaught of the greatest war machine of all time. She has out- 
lived her slanderers, beaten off her enemies, and stands clear and clean today 
before the world as the strong champion of the people who but for her would 
be Nazi slaves. That is why she dares at last to point out the identity of one of 
the central figures in the march of world Fascism—the Vatican. Bluntly the 
Soviet government newspaper Izvestia calls the Vatican pro-Fascist. Of course 
it was not necessary to call the attention of the European people to this long 
obvious fact. The American people however have had no inkling of it. The 
press of the United States has kept the lid on this Pandora’s box. Even the most 
liberal section of that press has walked on tip-toe around the subject of the 
Vatican’s role in the present world crisis. 
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Walter Lippmann is highly shocked at Izvestia’s statement. He calls it im- 
proper. It may be improper in some Lippmannic sense but inappropriate it cer- 
tainly is not. Never was there truth so rotten ripe for telling. Why should we 
not know what every European knows and what the news gathering agencies 
have kept locked in their files? Lippmann doesn’t deny the truth of what Izvestia 
says but he scolds Izvestia for saying it. He says it is an attempt to upset or 
“cause a deviation from” our policy of “friendly relations” with the “neutral 
state” of the Vatican, and of the scrupulous protection of “all the established 
tights of the Church wherever our military authority extends.” Mr. Lippmann 
concludes: “Insofar as the Izvestia article means or implies any intent to cause 
a deviation from this policy, either by the Soviet government or by inciting 
popular agitation in Italy, we must reject it firmly, unequivocally and entirely.” 
But the “established rights of the Church” in Italy were established by the Fas- 
cists. They were and are part and parcel of the Fascist regime in Italy against 
which we are fighting. It would appear elementary that if we intend to upset the 
Fascist regime we shall be compelled to disturb the Church and some of its 
“established rights.” Insofar as the Church supports and is supported by the 
Fascist regime it must share the fate of the Fascist regime. Insofar as the Church 
is merely a religious institution we are pledged to protect it. 


Fascism wrought a change in the status of the Church, a change so great 
that it amounted to the beginning of a world revolution. It launched upon the 
world a new powerful and sinister influence. It made the Church a temporal 
power, a sovereign nation. By doing this Fascism subverted the principle of the 
separation between church and state which had obtained in Italy since 1870. 
It threw in the face of the world a revived Papal Power, a political church em- 
pire long considered dead. Thus Fascism accomplished at one stroke the first 
step in what Monsignor Sheen correctly calls the world Counter Revolution. 
And the whole thing practically passed without notice. The fruits of this revo- 
lution have been all the bitter fruits of World War II. 


Some people don’t like the phrase Vatican intrigue. But intrigue is literally 
the only outlet for Vatican power politics whose purpose is world power for 
what it considers the vice regency of Christ on earth. Any pretense that the 
Vatican is non-political is a palpable lie. The Vatican is in politics up to its 
ears. Of course Mr. Lippmann knows better than to deny it. Neither, on the 
other hand, does he admit it. He merely states that “the Vatican, as a temporal 
power is a neutral state with which the United States and Britain have friendly 
relations.” Blithely Mr. Lippmann takes for granted that the United States has 
relations with the Vatican. But this is not true. The United States is committed 
to the principle of the separation of church and state and recognizes no church 
as a state. It therefore has no such relations as Mr. Lippmann speaks of. As to 
the protection of churches wherever they may be and whatever their creed it 
goes without saying that our soldiers will protect those churches. The Vatican 
however is not a church. It is a church-state. It has used the prestige of a 
church to further its power. In the new world that is coming there will be no 
place whatever for any church which pretends to temporal power itself or uses 
other temporal powers to advance its ends. In the view of The Protestant this 
statement by Izvestia marks the end of a disgraceful era, an era during which 
millions of innocent people have been led straight into the jaws of Fascism 
by their spiritual shepherds. 
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RED HERRINGS AND SHIFTED LANDMARKS 


There are various ways of shifting landmarks and seamarks so that for a 
miserable profit men may be lured to destruction. The trick is to divert the 
attention from the evil that is to be accomplished and to keep it diverted until 
the evil has been accomplished. Parlor magicians and confidence men of all 
kinds know this trick. Children who wish to evade punishment know it in- 
stinctively. They are all adept at introducing subjects which appear relevant 
but are completely irrelevant. When the subject is anti-Semitism they introduce 
the subject. of bigotry. This appears to the unwary as relevant. But it is actu- 
ally a red herring drawing one’s attention from anti-Semitism which is a Chris- 
tian sin leading to crime towards bigotry which is not anything specific but a 
general term meaning the act of one who attaches disproportionate weight to 
some view irrespective of reason or evidence upholding that view. Anti-Semitism 
is a definite specific sin issuing in the beating and torture and murder of Jews. 
Naturally this is a hard thing for any Christian to face. Fascist Christians have 
already faced it and have decided to play with this fire and attempt to control 
it and use it to gain their own ends. Let us use another figure of speech. Let us 
say that anti-Semitism is to the body politic what appendicitis is to the physical 
body. Let us say that this appendicitis has reached the critical stage. The ap- 
pendix must be cut out or the patient will die. In other words anti-Semitism 
must be cut out or the body politic will be destroyed. 


Those who wish to see democracy destroyed are interested in seeing anti- 
Semitism remain in the body politic. They want the rotten appendix to stay 
in the patient’s body. They want the patient to die. And so they resort to all 
the old tricks of diversion. They tell the patient that his appendix is perfectly 
all right. Maybe it hurts a little but that is because of a general condition. 
These diversionists know their business well. They call youthful Jew beaters 
by other names. They call them juvenile delinquents or hoodlums. The solid 
mass of anti-Semitic teachings in Christian textbooks they completely ignore. 
The instigation of youths by paid Hitlerite agents they call by another name. 
They call it dining room propaganda. In this connection Archbishop Spellman 
has written an article in The American magazine, March 1944, entitled “Bigotry 
is un-American.” This is the same Archbishop Spellman in whose diocesan 
paper The Catholic News appeared weekly rescripts of the wisdom of Father 
Coughlin and before whose cathedral were sold copies of America’s A-1 anti- 
Semitic exhibit, Father Coughlin’s Social Justice. The Archbishop remains con- 
sistent. His article is cleverly designed to make anti-Semitism look like a small 
speck in a large mass of what he calls bigotry and intolerance. Ignoring the 
vicious anti-Semitic teachings in his own church he says that the way to check 
the spread of bigotry, “which is a contagious, virulent disease,” is “to eliminate 
bigotry, selfishness, harshness, injustice, and contempt” from our own minds 
and hearts. Another secondary concern of the Archbishop is with anti-Catholic 
bigotry. Here he gets in his digs against modern liberalizing movements which 
have by sad necessity been compelled to deal harshly with certain elements in 
the church. To quote him, “persecution of the Catholic Church is no new 
thing. It has continued unabated through twenty centuries. Eleven of Christ’s 
disciples died a martyr’s death and even during the past few years, thousands 
of priests and nuns have been martyred in many countries.” Does he refer to 
those Basque priests who died in Franco’s jails? But now the Archbishop warms 
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up to his purpose in publicizing this article. “In our own country, either through ~ 
ignorance, malice or greed, the church is viciously and constantly attacked. Pub- © 
lications exist for the evident purpose of maligning it. Paid snoopers, snipers, 
and agitators are in the employment of anti-Catholic organizations to bait — 
Catholics and incite anti-Catholicism. In charity, I prefer not to react to nor — 
answer them.” There can be no question about Spellman’s reactions. They are 
sharp, angry and vigorous. Perhaps the reason he prefers not to answer is that — 
he has no answer. In point of fact, there can be no answer nor reaction to anti- 
Catholicism in this country at the present time, for the simple reason that — 
there is none. It is false for the Archbishop to say that “the church is viciously 
and constantly attacked.” There never has been a time in the history of any 
country when a church has been as well treated as the Roman Catholic Church 
is treated here in the United States at the present time. For instance, when 
Pius XI died and the new Pope was being elected our secular newspapers out- 
did the parochial press itself in describing for its readers, only a small minority 
of whom belonged to the Roman Catholic Church, every detail of the cete- 
monies connected with those events. Father Gillis of The Catholic World 
noted well this extraordinary solicitude on the part of our newspapers. Arch- 
bishop Spellman has gone out of his way in his article on bigotry to tell a 
provocative untruth. 

But the main purpose of such articles as this is to focus attention away from 
the actual incipient pogroms raging in the larger cities of our country, thus 
throwing an effective smoke-screen around these cruelly subversive activities. 


OUR DIFFICULT BUT NECESSARY ROLE 
Editorial by CLIFTON MACON 


A magazine such as THE PROTESTANT has a difficult role to play. There 
are several reasons why that is so. Its name—for which we make no apology— 
is often misunderstood. Suspicious persons, with limited cultural outlook, link 
it with the historical movement in the 16th century which was led by Luther, 
Calvin, and others of Britain and Scandinavia against Papal domination. Such 
persons assume that THE PROTESTANT is adverse to the Roman Catholic 
Church. But as a matter of fact we are against no organization ecclesiastical or 
secular as such, we wish them all well and would gladly cooperate with any 
and all of them for the public good. The term in our title has no ecclesiastical 
reference whatsoever, a fact which we have time and again stated, and wish it 
to be accepted. There is no more reason why it should be suspected by the 
Roman Catholics than by the Jews, the Christian Scientists or the Buddhists. 
But since it is misapprehended by many Roman Catholics an explanation may 
be in order and here it is. 


Why Protestant? It is protestant first in the affirmative sense. It affirms 
that right and justice and good-will are divine purposes and that all mankind 
must share them. In other words: “We protest that the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence is a basic document, the Magna Carta for men everywhere. We pro- 
test that its application and fulfillment must be sought by all right thinking 
people.” Thus THE PROTESTANT is affirmative in the highest sense. But it is 
also negative. It is negative against any individual, group, or organization which 


6 * THE PROTESTANT 


tends to violate human dignity, freedom or fellowship. In such cases no guilty 
person or group has any right to take offense, for then not indignation, but con- 
fession and amendment are in order. 


The role of THE PROTESTANT is hard to play because there can be no inter- 
missions. It must ever be as the Watchman on the city walls, ready to give the 
alarm when evil approaches, or lurks, and operates from within. It must be 
courageous and prompt to unmask, denounce and oppose plans and practices 
adverse to the public good. It does not have far to look as there are many in- 
volved in such anti-social enterprises, who are well organized and have powerful 
alliances. 

It goes without saying that THE PROTESTANT must be ready to face and 
endure scorn, hatred, furious resentment and opposition. Its good intentions 
will not be accepted, and little thanks will it receive for its wounds and pains. 

The role which THE PROTESTANT has to play is difficult in the sense that 
in the milieu of so much evil which it must recognize and oppose, it must al- 
ways keep the balance true. It must never become pessimistic, cynical, fanati- 
cal. It must be constantly alert, and ready to raise the alarm against evil but 
always in the spirit of Abraham Lincoln: “with charity towards all and malice 
towards none”, and with a good end in view. 

Although this disclaimer that THE PROTESTANT is in any way anti-Church 
is honestly made, the Roman Catholic Church will not accept it. It will not 
tolerate the term. That is to be regretted, as that Church is an institution 
with wide-spread influence and many good works, and is itself Protestant in 
so many ways. It cannot help being so unless it is going to cry “peace, peace 
when there is no peace.” If that Church would interpret that term as we do, 
and would accept us as a co-laborer what vast good would result! But this 
obviously desirable cooperation does not come to pass, why? 

We shall answer that question frankly, even at the risk of giving offence, 
for it contains the kernel of the matter. It is because of the Church’s political 
policy, commonly termed Vaticanism; it is because of this latter’s involvement 
with Hitler—whose signature it certified when he was a nonentity and suspect; 
of its concordat with Mussolini, in spite of his known evil deeds, and of its 
open endorsement of the devastating, murderous Franco. When the Roman 
Catholic Church, or any other, chooses such bad company and becomes asso- 
ciated with their evil deeds, repentance and not resentment is in order. What 
is the basis of this whole lamentable matter? 

It is that the Roman Catholic Church has never accepted the American 
declaration in the Constitution, that Church and State must be separate. On 
the contrary it has always and everywhere sought political power at whatever 
cost; and history abundantly shows what a high price it has paid, in its own 
reputation, and often in the blood of innocent, defenseless people. The Bible 
long ago stated; “Evil companionships corrupt good morals”, and that is as 
true of churches and other institutions as of individuals. In Poland there was 
Legate Ratti following with approbation Pilsudski’s legions as they with fire 
and sword devastated Ukrainian towns, villages and farmsteads, because Poland, 
a loyal papal state was being extended. In Germany and Austria bishops and 
church publications were instructed not to oppose but to aid Hitler. In Italy 
troops and deadly equipment including poison gas departing for Ethiopia, were 
blessed by the Church, Pacelli participating. In Spain murderous Franco has 
been justified, aided and commended even to this day. Was there ever such 
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a wicked group of men and causes with which to be voluntarily associated? No 
wonder honest and loyal Catholic, Lawrence Fernsworth, challenges Archbishop 
Spellman and in tears of sorrow and indignation denounces the whole busi- 
ness. Millions of other Roman Catholics deplore and hate these evils, while 
many other millions are ignorant of them, who have complacently accepted 
the dictum that the Church ean do no evil. The good name of their Church — 
rests in the hands of men like Fernsworth. Vaticanism has led the Church to 
an alliance with three of the greatest international criminals and mass mur- 
derers of all time. Surely good Roman Catholics should demand that this be 
publicly repudiated, and that in the future the church abstain from all politi- 
cal activities whatsoever. They should demand confession, contrition and re- 
form. They could count upon the THE PROTESTANT and every good agency 
to sympathize and cooperate to such an end. The world badly needs the Roman 
Catholic Church and its faithful priests and people. But it does not need its 
political practices, with their evil associations. What after all is the purpose 
of a Christian church? Is it to acquire and wield political power? Or is it to 
follow the lowly, lovely Jesus of Nazareth? The Vatican must answer that 
question, and loyal and true Roman Catholics should see to it that it answers 
it right and lives and acts accordingly. When that happens suspicion, hatred 
and violence will be no more, and friendly cooperation will be the order of 
the day. The Church should strive wholeheartedly towards that end and THE 
PROTESTANT pledges itself to go cooperatively hand in hand. 


HATE IN THE CHURCH'S BOSOM 
Editorial by KARL M. CHWOROWSKY 


The report of Commissioner William B. Herland regarding the extent and 
intensity of anti-Semitic agitation and vandalism in New York recently sub- 
mitted to the Mayor and released to the press must have come as a shocking 
revelation to those among New York’s millions who have been so stubborn 
in their indifference to this problem, so persistent in their unwillingness to see, 
and so eager to employ the hush-hush policy wherever insistent facts and 
undeniable occurrences clamored for attention and—action. 

The Commissioner’s report is gratifying in its realism and honesty, and it 
is a good report as far as it goes; it is quite obvious, however, that it could not 
have gone much further, either in disclosing the facts of its investigation of 
more than a year, or in making its recommendations for the correction of a bad 
situation. Had the Commissioner gone much further, he would have involved 
both the administration of our city and himself in serious embarrassment. 

As a minister of religion, Iam primarily concerned with those recommenda- 
tions of the Commissioner that relate to the part the home, the school, secular 
and parochial, the church, and the religious leadership of our city will have to 
play in any program looking for action that may prevent further outbreaks of 
anti-Semitic and similar agitation and a spread of that wave of terror and 
vandalism of which the report speaks so eloquently. 

Of course, this problem is one that must very specially and most seriously 
concern the so-called “character-building” agencies, and certainly that can mean 
only this, that the church and school and home must adopt a completely differ- 
ent attitude towards anti-Semitism and kindred bigotries from the one taken 
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hitherto. Complacency and aloofness must make way for a policy of alertness, 
awareness, and purposeful action; any other course will lead to only one result, 
viz., the strengthening of the forces of Fascism, bigotry, and anti-Americanism 
in our land. 

I am not much impressed by that item in the report which states that a 
large number of those involved in acts of vandalism were outside the circle of 
immediate church influence; in my opinion, this fact of itself does not in any 
way lessen the responsibility of the church in this matter. It should be recog- 
nized in this connection, no matter how painful this realization may prove to be 
to church-leaders and church-people, that one of the most potent forces making 
for anti-Semitism is being cultivated and nurtured in and by the church itself. 
This does not mean that any church is directly and plainly preaching and teach- 
ing anti-Semitism, or that pulpits are actively promoting violence and vandal- 
ism against Jews. It may be recalled, however, that the sorry story of anti- 
Semitism has no blacker chapter than the one in which clerics are the direct 
agents of anti-Semitic agitation and the articulate champions of views and 
opinions that incited to pogroms and persecution of the Jewish minority. And 
if this point needs further elucidation, one need remind Americans only of the 
name of Fr. Charles E. Coughlin and others of his ilk or of the strange and 
almost complete silence observed by his ecclesiastical superiors during the period 
of his most rabid anti-Jewish activity. Let me state with all frankness, that one 
of the fruitful causes of anti-Semitism is the fact that a certain area of traditional 
Christian doctrine has remained to this day the prolific matrix of anti-Semitic 
teaching and anti-Jewish prejudice. Unless Christians, earnestly desirous of 
eliminating this evil from our civilization, look carefully and frankly at this 
area of traditional Christian doctrine, they will miss the point in any program 
designed to meet a common foe endangering not only our victory on the battle- 
field but our hope for a better world as well. 


I firmly believe that the church, the school, and the home must accept 
ptimary responsibility for the outrages disclosed in Commissioner Herland’s 
report, and I believe that the churches and their leadership must step to the 
front in any organized effort to meet this threat to our national morale and to 
our spiritual well-being. 


In closing, I would make this simple practical suggestion: let the Protestant 
ministry agree to bar anyone from the use of the sacraments of the church 
who in any manner engages in agitation against his Jewish fellow-citizens, who 
in any fashion lends himself to the nefarious crime of anti-Semitism; let the 
leaders of the Catholic hierarchy from Cardinal to parish-priest, declare to 
their people that anti-Semitism is a mortal sin and that anyone guilty of this 
sin against the Great Commandment will be excommunicated. If this is done, 
I guarantee that the temperature of this particular form of irreligious and im- 
moral practice will drop at once and at a most surprising speed, and if this 
course is continued and such action by church-leaders is further implemented 
by truly Christian preaching and teaching, anti-Semitism will soon be reduced 
to a minor and insignificant phenomenon in our corporate life. 


I challenge the churches to a course at once honest, brave, and consistent; 
a course which, in view of the approaching season of Lent, would at the same 
time prove that the church is still humble, penitent, and spiritually alive. 
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A POSSIBLE MARTYR RETURNS 
Editorial from THE CHRISTIAN REGISTER 


By STEPHEN H. FRITCHMAN 


Many American Catholics upon reading Archbishop Francis J. Spellman’s 
Letters to My Father must be breathing a quiet prayer of thanksgiving for 


the work of Thomas Jefferson in achieving religious freedom here so many © 


years ago. They will appreciate anew that our Bill of Rights assures their 
parish priest of perfect safety as he walks their village streets. 


The New York Archbishop, referring to his visit with Franco and high 


Catholic officials in Spain, reported: “We had dinner at the Nunciature. Arch- 
bishop Cicognani had as other guests Bishop Leopold Eijo y Garay of Madrid, Bishop — 
Gregorio Cassus of Barcelona, and bishops from several other places. During the dinner ~ 
I thought several times of a remark made to me by a man familiar with Spain, a remark — 
that was striking and terrifying: “Twenty-four hours of disorder in Spain, he said, ‘could ~ 


mean the assassination of every bishop, priest and nun that could be found.’ It is start- 
ling to realize that one is in the company of possible martyrs.” 


This shocking confession of church dependence upon fascist power in one — 
of Europe’s oldest Catholic countries is indeed a dark indictment. After cen- 
turies of church control the priests and bishops dare not step abroad without 


the promise of a grenadier from Franco to escort them home. The lesson of 


the Archbishop’s unwitting confession should be clear to all of us. Concordats — 


and deals with Hitler, Mussolini and Franco do not bring security to churches 
who sign them. It is possible, however, for a church to break its bonds with 


the fascist spirit. The church has reformed itself before. Popes once sanc- 


tioned indulgences and inquisitions. Swiss, English and American Protestants 
once coerced the souls of men with faggots, ropes and swords. None of us 
have an unblemished record. But we did cast the devils out. 


The real question comes to this: how energetically and swiftly are we now 
trying to repudiate the policy of “doing business with Hitler” and his satellites? 
Do the rank and file of American Catholics approve of Archbishop Spellman’s 
sentiments on the subject of Francisco Franco? Nothing would strengthen our 
confidence in Freedom of Worship more than to see Catholic opinion here 
repudiate the idea of all alliances of Catholic prelates with fascist states in 
either hemisphere. (The fascist government of Argentina has just proclaimed 
Catholic education in their public schools as mandatory and exclusive. ) 


Meanwhile Archbishop Spellman, who felt himself for the moment in 
Spain to be in a company of “possible martyrs,” moves in perfect freedom in a 
land which ended long ago the evil partnership of church and state. 


IS EVERYBODY HAPPY? 


A series of articles has appeared in the World Telegram of New York by Frederick 
Woltman attacking THE PROTESTANT, its editor and its Textbook Commission. These 
articles as you will gather from the text of Mr. Brainin’s article in this issue did not 
come to us as a surprise. Indeed we welcomed them for three reasons: (1) we hope it 
earned the writer some extra money, (2) the American Jewish Committee will now be 
provided with some more material to circulate “confidentially” in its private war against 
us, (3) it is adding greatly to our circulation. 
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AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE—II 


By JOSEPH BRAININ 


HE American Jewish Committee 
was organized in 1906. Its objec- 
tives, as announced in its organizational 
charter, read well. According to its in- 
corporation papers the Committee is 
authorized to obtain and spend funds 

for the following purposes: 
1. To prevent the infraction of the civil 


and religious rights of Jews in any part of 
the world. 


2. To render all lawful assistance and to 
take appropriate remedial action in the 
event of threatened or actual invasion or 
restriction of such rights or of unfavorable 
discrimination with respect thereto. 


3. To secure for the Jews equality of 
economic, social and educational oppor- 
tunities. 


4. To alleviate the consequences of per- 
secution and to afford relief from calamities 
affecting Jews, wherever they may occur. 


Although it is phrased in cautious 
legal terms and carefully sidesteps any 
mention of the word anti-Semitism, the 
charter clearly defines the scope of the 
Committee’s work. Its fourfold pro- 
gram embraces action against anti-Jew- 
ish discrimination and concrete philan- 
thropic relief work. Nowhere, how- 
ever, does the charter indicate autho- 
rization to expend effort and funds on 
activities concerned with internal Jew- 
ish politics. Nothing in the charter 
could be interpreted as entitling the 
Committee to set itself up as the su- 
preme arbiter of Jewish affairs. None 
of the objectives mentioned include the 

right to control, censor or sabotage with 
intent to destroy activities (sponsored 
by other organizations and committees) 
dealing with matters of Jewish inter- 
ests. Yet these unlisted functions con- 
stitute the main items on the Commit- 
tee’s program in recent years. 

It is an incontrovertible fact that 
the American Jewish Committee has 
arrogated to itself the power to sift the 
“good” Jews from the “bad”. The 
Committee has taken it upon itself to 
decide which Jewish individuals and 


groups are sufficiently patriotic, re- 
sponsible and respectable to merit sup- 
port from Jewish communities through- 
out America. The Committee pre- 
sumes to decree which Jewish bodies— 
and even pro-Jewish Christian groups 
—should be assisted or fought by Jew- 
ish community leaders. In brief, the 
Committee attempts to dictate to local 
Jewish leaders how they should think 
and how they should spend the public 
funds they collect. 

At one time, under the leadership of 
the late Louis Marshall, the American 
Jewish Committee was a constructive 
factor in Jewish life. But today it in- 
dulges primarily in activities that would 
befit a Jewish Dies Committee. It has 
come to be regarded as an informer 
organization, using the wealth and po- 
litical influence of its members to in- 
timidate and undermine any one who 
dares challenge its Fuehrerschaft or to 
question the wisdom of its policies and 
practices. 

No wonder, then, that ever since the 
death of Louis Marshall in 1929 the 
influence of the American Jewish Com- 
mittee has been waning rapidly. Its 
unrepresentative character was flag- 
rantly revealed at the 1943 sessions of 
the American Jewish Conference. At 
this gathering, which represented over 
a million organized Jews, the American 
Jewish Committee controlled three 
votes out of a total of 502 democratic- 
ally elected delegates. The exposure 
of the Committee’s impotence in Jew- 
ish affairs resulted in its withdrawal 
from the Conference. This withdrawal 
however was deliberately designed and 
timed to destroy the newly forged unity 
of action at a moment of crisis in Jewish 
life. 

It is, indeed, understandable that the 
overwhelming majority of American 
Jews have progressively been losing 
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confidence in the policy and leadership 
of the American Jewish Committee. 
An air of secrecy and intrigue emanates 
from the chambers of its national head- 
quarters in Fourth Avenue, New York 
City. While the B'nai B’sith,* the 
American Jewish Congress, the various 
Zionist organizations and other national 
Jewish bodeis work in the open and 
publicly pursue their several objectives, 
the American Jewish Committee, to use 
the description of Jacob Fishman, 
dean of American Jewish journalists, 
“ ‘solves’ all Jewish problems behind 
closed doors.” The American Jewish 
Committee rarely speaks in its own 
name. As a matter of fact, it prides 
itself on its use of front organizations 
and personalities to do its work. In a 
recent bulletin directed to the attention 
of Jewish community leaders and dated 
January 17, 1944, the Committee states: 


“The job of reaching 135 million people 
is as vast as it is intricate. Nevertheless, 
since it is widely understood that anti- 
Semitism is an American issue and not 
just confined to Jews per se, we are able 
to secure the cooperation of other Ameri- 
can groups—from youth organizations to 
women’s groups, labor unions and veterans’ 
organizations. Through this broad Ameri- 
can approach we are able to achieve a 
maximum impact upon American people 
by utilizing personalities having a maxi- 
mum appeal.” 

Another passage in this same bulle- 
tin, describing the method of work em- 
ployed by the American Jewish Com- 
mittee, reads: 


“The methods for the projection of these 
ideas (Writer’s note: Presumably the com- 
bating of anti-Semitism) to the American 
people include the utilization of all mass 
media such as the press, the radio, the 
movies and the speaker's platform.” 

Knowing the policy of the American 
Jewish Committee, I am puzzled by the 


approach it uses in its circulars to Jew- 


*TI refer to the B’nai B’rith under the leader- 
ship of Henry Monsky, and not to the Anti- 
Defamation League of the B’nai B’rith. The 
A.D.L., although it owes its prestige to its affilia- 
tion with its mother organization, the B'nai 
B'rith has seen fit to associate itself, in fund- 
raising and other activities, with the American 
Jewish Committee. 
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ish leaders. I realize, of course, that all 
fund-raising appeals tend to describe 
achievement in glowing terms. But the 
paragraphs quoted above are diametric- 
ally opposed to the reality. The truth is 
that the A.J.C. does not believe in mass 
action. Its leadership has consistently 
fought all attempts on the part of THE 
PROTESTANT and other organizations to 
bring the issue of anti-Semitism into 
the open. It has always maintained that 
results can best be achieved by means 
of quiet negotiations that avoid irritat- 
ing those responsible for the perpetra- 
tion of the evil. Mr. Richard Roth- 
schild, one of the Committee’s staff 
executives for public relations activities, 
on one occasion, told this writer very de- 
finitely that anti-Semitism should be kept 
out of the public prints. ‘Talking 
about or even against anti-Semitism,”’ 
he said, ‘produces more anti-Semit- 

ism.” 

What, then, is this “assistance of the 
radio broadcasting networks, the com- 
mercial advertisers, magazine editors 
and all other right-thinking Ameri- 
cans” which the American Jewish Com- 
mittee claims to have received? As- 
sistance for or against what and whom? 

Only recently, after my article on the 
American Jewish Committee appeared in 
the January issue of THE PROTESTANT, 
I had the opportunity to catch a 
glimpse of this type of ‘‘assistance.”’ 

I submit a letter from the American 
Jewish Committee,* dated January 21, 
1944, which provides an excellent il- 
lustration of how the Committee util- 
izes the “‘assistance’”’ of “right-thinking 
Americans” in the fight against anti- 
Semitism. Read it carefully. It de- 
serves your attention because it is writ- 
ten on the stationery of a committee 
which was founded to defend Jewish 
rights. 

In 1940 THE PROTESTANT, then The 
Protestant Digest, published an issue 
(February, 1940) devoted to the refu- 
gee problem. Articles by Dr. Paul Til- 
lich, Clarence Pickett, Herman F. 


*Reproduced on page 13. 
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January 21, 1944 


Dear Sa 


This is in reply to your letter dated January 9th, inquiring about 
The Protestant and the Textbook Commission. 


A few years ago, we agreed to take a large number of copies of 
a single issue of The Protestant for which we paid Mr. Leslie a considerable 
amount of money. Mr. Leslie had agreed to show us the proofs before the 
magazine was printed. He sent us the galleys which we approved, but when the 
magazine came into our office, we found he had included an editorial which he 
had not shown us and which struck us as having a distinct communist slant. 
We refused to send out the magazines, elthough we paid for them, end subse— 
quent conversations with Mr. Leslie did not improve matters. 


Incidentally, in connection with the question of Mr. Leslie's po- 
litical orientation, an article by Frederick Woltman entitled "The Camou- 
flaged Communist Press", (November issue of The American Mercury) containg 
the following statement: "The Protestant, presenting itself as a pious ex- 
ponent of liberalism in religion, follows the party line unswervingly”. We 
understand that Mr. Woltman is preparing a series of three articles on The 


Protestant, which will appear in the New York Wor]d—Telogram beginning next 
Monday... ~ ° 


Mr. Leslie also resents our views on the Textbook Commission, which 
is closely connected with The Protestant, Mp. Leslie being the editor of one 
and the chairman of the other. We have received many inquiries about this 
Commission. In response to these inquiries we some time ago prepared a 
mimeographed statement which we sent to all persons who asked our opinion 
about the work of the Textbook Commission. In this memorandum we pointed out 
that much of the work Mr. Leslie's Commission proposed to do was already being 
done by responsible Catholic, Protestant and Jewish groups. I enclose this 
statement, together with a more extensive statement on both The Protestant 
and Textbook Commission prepared within the last couple of weeks. 

, 
; , Although Mr. Leslie uses the names of many ministers in the Text— 
book Commission advertisements he inserts in newspapers, he does not and_ 
Rever has represented any organised frotestant group. A letter to The 
‘Religious News Service from Ernest Frezont Tittle pf the First Methodist 
Church in Evanston, Ill., written in Hovember 1942! complains of the un— 
authorised use of hig name and says that an ed for The Protestant used 
by Leslie in the Hew York Harald-Tribuna of October 27, 1942 included as 
many ag nineteen unauthorised signatures. Leslie, incidentally, made a 
retraction withdrawing these names in a subsequent issue of the Herald- 
Tribune. It appeared in fine print in the classified ad section and was, 
of course, noticed by very few readers. I enclose a photostatic CQPY, of 
the Rev. fttle letter. 


I think you may also be interested in an article translated from 
April 2, 1943, on Joseph Brainin, the author of the article 
attacking the Committee to which you refer. 
Yours sincerely, 


ae LE rae 


(urs.) Dorothy M. Nathan 
ro Commmity Service Unit 
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Reissig, James M. Speers, Edward Corsi 
and others made a passionate appeal for 
justice for refugees from Nazi-Fascist 
countries. The Committee purchased 
5,000 copies of that issue for_$500.00 
(which amounts to 10 cents per copy, 
or less than the actual cost of the maga- 
zine). You will note that the letter 
speaks of ‘‘a considerable amount of 
money we paid to Mr. Leslie.” The 
letter neglects to mention that the edi- 
torial to which the American Jewish 
Committee objected was an open letter 
to the President of the United States in 
which the Editor of THE PROTESTANT 
pleaded for a political orientation that 
would turn away from Chamberlain, 
Daladier and the Pope and toward 
friendship with the Soviet Union. 
The editorial cautioned the President 
against being swayed by the forces who 
were crying “Attack Russia.” The 
Committee regarded this article “as 
having a distinct Communist slant.” 

I am pointing to this paragraph of 
the letter because it so clearly shows 
that the Committee did not try to gain 
THE PROTESTANT’S assistance on the ref- 
ugee problem, but attempted to change 
the editorial policy of the magazine. 
When Mr. Leslie refused to make the 
change, the Committee destroyed the 
copies it had acquired and prevented 
other organizations from distributing the 
magazines which they had ordered. 
Apparently it felt that the refugee is- 
sue was secondary to its political views 
on the Soviet Union. 

Even more illuminating is the rest of 
the American Jewish Committee’s let- 
ter. It explains the Committee’s public 
relations activities beyond all misunder- 
standing. It gives us an insight into 
the method of approach used by the 
Committee. Mind you, the correspond- 
ent to whom this letter is addressed had 
asked for information on THE PROTES- 
TANT and the Textbook Commission. 
The Committee answers by smearing 
“Mr. Leslie’s political orientation.” It 
marshals as evidence an article by Fred- 
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erick Woltman in the American Mer- — 
cury. Mr. Woltman presumably is one 
of those “‘right-thinking Americans in ~ 
the field of public opinion” whose as- 
sistance the Committee has secured. — 
More than that: Mr. Woltman, a — 
notorious red-baiter, not only is cooper- 
ating with the Committee but, to judge 
from appearances, is doing its pub- 
licity work. How else could the Com- 
mittee “understand that Mr. Woltman 
is preparing a series of three articles on 
THE PROTESTANT which will appear in 
the N. Y. World-Telegram beginning 
next Monday’? Since the length and 
release date of Mr.Woltman’s piece are 
specified in the Committee’s letter, it is 
only reasonable to conclude that Mr. 
Woltman and the Committee are 
very close indeed. There is reason to 
believe that they have cooperated not 
only in this case but in other similar 
instances as well. 

The American Jewish Committee's 
statements on the Textbook Commis- 
sion to which the letter refers were 
fully answered by Dr. Joshua Bloch in 
his article “The Failure of An Investiga- 
tion” (see THE PROTESTANT, April- 
May, 1943). The reference to myself is 
another example of the Committee’s 
virile public relations activities. Instead 
of answering the charges I made against 
the Committee (see THE PROTESTANT, 
January, 1944), Judge Proskauer 
quotes an article which presents me as 
a triple threat, to wit, a Zionist-Revi- 
sionist, a Communist and a Protestant. 
It so happens that I am none of the 
three. But in Judge Proskauer’s view, 
apparently, belonging to any or all of 
these categories would serve as grounds 
for discrediting a man in public life. 
This is the typical way often used by 
the A. J. C. in dealing with its critics. 

But what about my assertion regard- 
ing Mr. Proskauer, that he is one of the 
founders of the Liberty League, whose 
members financed anti-Semitic propa- 
ganda through the Sentinels of the Re- 
public? One wonders whether this was 


not done without his full knowledge 
and approval? 

Yes, the more you dig into the Com- 
mittee’s contacts with ‘“‘broadcasting 
networks, the commercial advertisers, 
magazine editors and newspaper syndi- 
cates” the more you find that these con- 
tacts are no figment of the imagination 
of the man who wrote the enthusiastic 
_ paragraphs I have quoted from the 
American Jewish Committee’s bulletin 
to Jewish leaders. These contacts are 
very real—but they are not used to 
“project ideas” for any of the char- 
tered objectives of the Committee. 
These contacts do, however, come in 
very handy for a different purpose: to 
kill ideas. 

It is because of these contacts that 
we of THE PROTESTANT are barred from 
the news and advertising pages of 
Arthur Hays Sulzberger’s New York 
Times. It is because of these contacts 
that we were refused time—bought 
time—on the air. It is also because of 
these contacts that Henry Ford is being 
not only protected but actually glort- 
fied by a number of Yiddish and Eng- 
lish-Jewish newspapers and magazines 
throughout the country. 

The Henry Ford chapter deserves 
much more space than is allotted to me. 
I shall therefore merely touch upon its 
highlights. 

In June, 1927, the New York rep- 
resentative of Henry Ford contacted 
Mr. Louis Marshall, then President of 
the American Jewish Committee, and 
informed him that Mr. Ford was sorry 
he had published anti-Semitic articles 
in his Dearborn Independent and had 
sponsored the publication of the Pro- 
tocols of the Elders of Zion. The 
truth behind this sudden Ford repent- 
ance was the decline in sales of Ford 
automobiles in communities with a sub- 
stantial Jewish population. Jews every- 
where had quietly and spontaneously 
begun to boycott the cars made by the 
Detroit merchant of hate. Marshall 
wrote out a full retraction, which he 
asked Ford to sign. Ford signed and, 


in addition, personally made the apol- 
ogy public by sending a copy to the 
Hearst newspapers. 

According to Nathan C. Belth, for- 
merly on the publicity staff of the 
American Jewish Committee, “Mar- 
shall was not too sanguine about the 
effect that Ford’s retraction would have 
in stopping all further dissemination of 
the objectionable pamphlets” sponsored 
by Ford. And Marshall proved right. 
Ford’s factory of anti-Semitism went on 
producing its poison as if the Marshall 
letter had never been written. Further- 
more, the Ford works became a haven 
of refuge for many key figures in the 
international anti-Semitic movement. 
Ford’s books against the Jews were used 
as the piece de resistance in the Nazi 
arsenal of hate in Europe and by the 
Fascist groups in England. His The In- 
ternational Jew and Spanish version of 
the notorious Protocols have been and 
still are being distributed by the thou- 
sands in Latin-American countries. The 
role of Henry Ford as the patron saint 
of American, German and British anti- 
Semitic forces grew so sinister that 
L. M. Birkhead, national director of 
the Friends of Democracy, decided to 
expose Henry Ford’s leadership among 
anti-Jewish elements, and in 1940 pre- 
pared for the publication of a booklet 
on the Ford case. 

Mr. Birkhead completed his manu- 
script in 1940, but he lacked the funds 
to publish it. Somebody suggested to 
him that financial assistance for the 
publication might easily be obtained in 
Hollywood. 

So Mr. Birkhead went to Hollywood, 
where he met quite a few gentlemen of 
the motion picture colony; these spoke 
like liberals, but shrank from translat- 
ing their views into action. In the 
meanwhile the dummy of Mr. Birk- 
head’s Ford broadside came into the 
hands of Henry Ittelson, Jr., son of 
Henry Ittelson, a distinguished mem- 
ber of the Executive Committee of the 
American Jewish Committee. When 
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young Mr. Ittelson read Mr. Birkhead’s 
exposé of Henry Ford he was horrified 
—horrified that any one could dare say 
such nasty things about the great Mr. 
Ford. He felt that something ought to 
be done immediately to stop this dread- 
ful booklet from ever being published. 

Young Mr. Ittelson communicated 
with his father, who is an authority on 
Ford matters. For Ittelson, Sr., is not 
only a member of the Executive Com- 
mittee of the A. J. C—he is also the 


a 


which specializes in the financing of — 


Ford dealers. The financing of Ford — 


3 


dealers is, I am told, a rather huge un- — 
dertaking that involves tens of millions — 


of dollars. 


In these circumstances can ~ 


one expect that the A. J. C. would in- — 
dulge in activities counteracting Ford’s ~ 


anti-Semitic efforts. 


In any event, Mr. Birkhead left the — 


Coast without the funds required to 


publish his exposé of Ford, and when ~ 


he returned to New York he found it 


chairman of the Commercial Invest- 
ment Trust Company, a very impor- 
tant institution which in May, 1933, 
acquired from the Ford Motor Com- 
pany control of its financing company, 
the Universal Credit Corporation, 


extremely difficult to get a hearing. 


(Continued on Page 56) 


PROTESTANT AND JEW 


Wherever he went he met vigorous — 
pressure against his project. He was — 
told by a number of gentlemen, some ~ 
of them closely associated with Mr. It- — 


A series of sermons and papers by eminent Protestant churchmen com- — 


piled and edited by Rev. Dr. Joshua Bloch 
INTRODUCTION 

The Rev. Dr. Lyman Abbott (1835-1922), a native of Roxbury, Mass., was, at 
a young age, brought to New York, where after graduation from New Y ork Univer- 
sity, in 1853, he studied law and when admitted to the bar, at the age of twenty-one, 
he joined his two older brothers, Austin and Vaughan, in the practice of law. 
A revival of boyhood aspirations for the ministry prompted him to abandon the 
practice of law. Under the guidance of his father Jacob Abbott and his uncle John 
Stevens Cabot Abbott, both of them Congregational preachers, he prepared for a 
career in the ministry. In 1860 he was ordained after which he accepted a pastorate 
at Terre Haute, Ind. Here he was allowed a freedom of utterance rather unusual in 
those days—the stirring years of the Civil War—es pecially in the atmosphere of a 
mid-western community. He endeavored to clarify the issues involved in the Civil 
War. In 1865 he became corresponding secretary of the American Union Com- 
mission, consisting of a group of ministers and laymen in New York concerned 
with the government's effort in reconstruction work. This position he held for four 
years and simultaneously served as pastor of a small Congregational church in New 
York. He also ministered to a church in Cornwall, N. Y., where he built the home 
which was the center of the family’s life during subsequent years. 

Meanwhile he wrote for various periodicals, especially book reviews for Har- 
PER’S MAGAZINE. In 1870 he was appointed editor of THE ILLUSTRATED CHRIS- 
TIAN WEEKLY, then established by the American Tract Society, and in 1876 he 
shared with Henry Ward Beecher the editorial responsibilities of the CHRISTIAN 
UNION of which he became editor-in-chief in 1881. Twelve years later that publi- 
cation changed its name to THE OUTLOOK. 

An admirer of Beecher, by whose vehement opposition to slavery Lyman Ab- 
bott was greatly influenced in pre-war days, he was called to succeed him in the 
pulpit of Plymouth Congregational Church, Brooklyn, N. Y. He was installed in 
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that post in 1890 from which he retired ten years later. Henceforth he devoted 
himself exclusively to THE OUTLOOK which, under his direction, became a pow- 
erful exponent of progressive and practical Christianity. He was a rapid and pro- 
lific writer, and his books are numerous. Accepting the verdict of modern Biblical 
scholarship he wrote his THE LIFE AND LITERATURE OF THE ANCIENT HEBREWS 
(1901), 2 work in which he pointed out the abiding moral and spiritual values of 
the Hebrew Bible. 

Despite its superficiality and inconsistencies Houston Chamberlain’s FOUNDA- 
TIONS OF THE NINETEENTH CENTURY had a profound influence upon its readers. 
This, largely because it flatters the national and racial vanity of the Germans and the 
British, who are represented to be the Chosen Race, from whom alone real genius 
and real progress can be anticipated. As part of his argument Chamberlain en- 
deavored to show that the Jews who are regarded as the Chosen Race, have no 
claim to creative genius, even in religion. This had an obvious appeal to the con- 
scious and unconscious anti-Semitism of the day. Lyman Abbott was among the fust 
in America to object to the arrogance and insolence of the exclusive claims that 
Chamberlain’s book advanced on behalf of the “Teutonic” genius. He was offended 
by Chamberlain’s contention of the radical superiority of the German over the Jew- 
ish germ-plasm. He resented the effort to minimize, in one way or another, the debt 
the Western World owes to Israel for many of its spiritual values. And when the 
English version of Chamberlain's work appeared Dr. Abbott was quick to give ex- 
pression to his resentment of the treatment the Jews received in that work. In a re- 
view of the book published in THE OUTLOOK (July 29, 1911, v. 98, pp. 728-734) 
jointly with one by Theodore Roosevelt, he severely criticized Chamberlain's view 
of the Jewish people and their literature. This essay on ‘The Debt of Modern 
Civilization to Judaism,” though independent of that review, is supplementary to 
it. It is reprinted from THE OUTLOOK, August 5, 1911, v. 98, pp. 774-777. Curz- 
ously, this article was criticized by a spokesman for the Anti-Defamation League. 
See “Dr. Lyman Abbott on the Cause of Prejudice’ consisting of correspondence 
between Dr. Abbott and Sigmund Livingston in which Dr. Abbott explained, very 
frankly, what he meant by saying that “the widespread and long continued preju- 
dice against the modern Jew has in part its cause in characteristics common, though 
by no means universal, in that race.” (See BNAI BritH News, October 1911, v. 4, 
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THE DEBT OF MODERN CIVILIZATION TO JUDAISM 
By LYMAN ABBOTT 


here widespread and long-continued 
prejudice against the modern Jew has 
in part its cause in characteristics com- 
mon, though by no means universal, 
in that race. But whatever its cause, it 
is certain that this prejudice has blinded 
even tolerant and broadminded men and 
women to the debt which modern civi- 
lization owes'to the ideals which it has 
borrowed from the ancient life and lit- 
erature of this people. To a frank rec- 
ognition of that indebtedness—frank, 


but inadequate, because of the limita- 
tions of our space—this article is de- 
voted. 

In studying the life and literature of 
the ancient Hebrews as portrayed in the 
Old Testament the student should al- 
ways bear in mind a simple principle 
which has often been ignored alike 
by the critics and the eulogists of that 
collection. It represents the developing 
life of a people through a period of at 
least a thousand years. It therefore por- 
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trays the crudities, the errors, and the 
vices of a people out of which they 
have been led, no less than the princi- 
ples inculcated by their leaders. And in 
the Old Testament those defects in the 
national character are depicted with ex- 
traordinary fidelity. “Never,” says Mr. 
Chamberlain in his work on The Foun- 
dations of the Nineteenth Century, “did 
a people give so comprehensive and 
broad a picture of its own personality 
as the Hebrew has done in his Bible.” 
But in attempting to estimate the influ- 
ence of any people upon modern thought 
and life we do not measure that influ- 
ence by the ignorances, superstitions, 
and falsities of the common people, 
but by the truths which their great 
leaders have interpreted. We do not 
think the message of Great Britain has 
been absolutism because the Stuarts were 
absolutists, nor that the message of 
America is the righteousness of slavery 
because at one time in its history it 
maintained an almost pagan slave sys- 
tem. England is interpreted by its over- 
throw of the Stuarts and America by 
its emancipation of the slave. The 
slaughter of the Canaanites and the im- 
precatory psalms are not a part of the 
message of Israel. They simply indi- 
cate the native savagery of the people 
and make more luminous the message 
of their prophetic leaders. And _ this 
message itself was a developing message. 
The truth of God grows in the mind of 
a race as in the mind of the individual. 
In measuring the character and influ- 
ence of a nation, we have to consider, 
not its condition at any one stage of 
its progress, but the direction in which 
it progressed; not the opinions of its 
majority, but the ideals of its leaders. 
What I seek to do in this article is to 
set before our readers certain funda- 
mental principles inculcated by the 
great leaders of Israel and passing over 
from them through their literature into 
modern society. 

It is certainly not true that the He- 
brew prophets were the first monothe- 
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ists. The great thinkers in all ages of 
the world and in all forms of religion 
have tended toward the belief in one 
Infinite and Eternal Energy. This was 
the philosophy, if it was not the faith, of 
the spiritual aristocracy of India and of 
Egypt in periods prior to any history of 
Israel which we possess. On the other 
hand, it is quite certain that in the early 
history of Israel the people believed in 
many gods; they rested content in the 
conviction that their God, Jehovah, was 
superior to the gods of the peoples 
round about. And it is by no means 
that this popular opinion was not for 
a time shared by some of their eminent 
leaders. 

What was peculiar to the ancient He- 
brews was their faith in a human God. 
The pagan nations—at least all those 
with whom they had any acquaintance 
—looked through nature to nature’s 
god. Nature was to them the symbol and 
the interpretation of the Deity. Nature, 
therefore, in its various manifestations 
was the object of their reverence. Na- 
ture reverence took on a great variety of 
forms, from the worship of the sun to 
the worship of the sacred ox or the sa- 
cred bettle. Israel from the very be- 
ginning of its history went elsewhere for 
its symbol and interpretation of Deity. 
It looked, not through nature to na- 
ture’s god, but through humanity to hu- 
manity’s God. Signs of polytheism there 
are in Israel’s history—that is, of the 
recognition, if not the adoration, of 
many gods; but there are no signs of 
nature worship except in occasional 
scathing condemnation of it as a de- 
parture from the faith of the fathers. 
The philosophers have coined a long 
word to represent this faith in a human 
God: they call it anthropomorphism, 
from two Greek words meaning in the 
form of man. The religion of Israel 
was frankly anthropomorphic. 

Thus their fundamental faith does 
not merely appear in the declaration of 
the first chapter of Genesis that God 
made man in his own image. It is easy 
to put too much emphasis on a single 


text. That conception of creation might 
have been, and perhaps was, borrowed 
from a foreign and earlier source. But 
the whole Jewish conception of God, 
life and duty rested on and was devel- 
oped out of this idea—that it is within, 
not without, in the intellectual and mor- 
al life of man, not in the forms and 
phenomena of nature, that man is to 
look for his interpretation of the Being 
whom he is to reverence and obey. It 
is implied in the visit of the three human 
angels of the Lord to Abraham in his 
tent; in the report that Jehovah wrote 
the Ten Commandments with his finger 
on the tables of stone; in the appearance 
of the captain of Jehovah’s host as a 
man with drawn sword in his hand to 
Joshua at Jericho; in the similar ap- 
pearance of the angel of Jehovah to 
Gideon by the wine-press; in the appear- 
ance of the King, the Lord of Hosts, in 
the Temple to Isaiah; and in the vision 
of the Son of God in the fiery furnace 
with the three Hebrew children. It is 
implied in the figures of prophet and 
poet, who compare God rarely to any 
physical object, habitually to a human 
life. Like as a shepherd shepherdeth 
his sheep; like as a king ruleth over 
his people; like as a father pitieth his 
children; like as a mother comforteth 
her child—these and such as these fig- 
ures direct the thoughts of Israel in- 
ward in their search for the Eternal. 
The customary prophetic phrase, ‘“Thus 
saith Jehovah,” inevitably suggests the 
human God speaking to his earthly 
companion. 

Nor was this conception confined to 
the seers and prophets. It character- 
ized the Temple service. In the Holy 
of Holies of all heathen temples a sym- 
bol of the Deity was enshrined. Such 
a symbol was enshrined in the Holy of 
Holies of the Jewish Temple. But there 
it was not an image of a physical object, 
but a symbol of a human experience. 
The symbol of the Deity was the Ten 
Commandments and the Altar of Mercy. 
Thus the Temple repeated the message 


of the prophets, saying to them, Would 
you know whom to worship? Look 
within. Worship the God who is inter- 
preted by the law written in your con- 
science and by the compassion which 
you feel for the suffering and the sin- 
ful. It is mot power, it is justice and 
mercy, which make Jehovah worthy of 
your reverence and your loyalty. 

As the Jewish religion thus taught 
its votaries the humanness of God, it 
taught also, and by the same conception, 
the divinity of man. Man was made in 
the image of God; into man God had 
breathed the breath of his own life. 
Man is the offspring of God. Thou 
hast made him, said the Psalmist, little 
lower than God. [Psalm, VIII, 5 Re- 
vised Version.] Thus the same funda- 
mental conception of man’s origin and 
nature taught the ancient Jew the ap- 
proachableness of God and the dignity 
of man. And this aspect of man’s in- 
herent worth and dignity also is not 
dependent on a single text. It is implicit 
in the whole religious and political his- 
tory of Israel. It is involved in the doc- 
trine of possible fellowship between 
God and man, which is perhaps the 
most distinguishing note of the Old 
‘Testament. God is something more and 
other than a creative Being concealed 
behind nature; his is the Friend and 
Companion of man, gives him law and 
counsel and comfort. Jehovah, said Isra- 
el, is my shepherd. He leadeth me be- 
side the still waters. If I stray, he re- 
storeth my soul. If I come into darkness 
and the valley of the shadow of death, 
he goes with me there. He is my refuge 
and my fortress. Unknown he may be; 
but I can dwell in the secret place of 
the Most High: I can abide under the 
shadow of the Almighty. He hears 
me when I cty unto him. He assigns 
me my task and gives me strength to 
fulfill it. “To the Jew,” says J. Cotter 
Morison, [In his The Service of Man, 
London, 1903, p. 74.] “God is the 
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great companion, the profound and lov- 
ing, yet terrible, friend of his utmost 
soul, with whom he holds communion 
in the sanctuary of his heart, to whom 
he turns, or should turn, in every hour 
of adversity or happiness.’ “All this 
implies, not only faith in God; it implies 
faith in one’s self as being of kin to 
God and fitted for companionship with 
him. 

But did not Israel believe that man 
had fallen and in that fall had lost this 
companionship? No! There is not the 
least evidence that he held any such 
opinion. There is in the third chapter 
of Genesis a parable of sin and fall, 
which truly interprets the individual ex- 
perience of every soul when it steps 
aside from the path of innocency; but 
there is nothing in that chapter to in- 
dicate that the writer of it believed that 
the whole human race sinned in Adam 
and fell with him in the great trans- 
gression. No such doctrine is to be 
found, either expressed or implied, in 
the religious teachings of the Old Testa- 
ment. There is not, after the third chap- 
ter of Genesis, from Genesis to Malachi 
any reference to the fall of man; nor 
any in the New Testament except in- 
cidentally and by way of suggestion in 
two of Paul’s letters. It is a curious illus- 
tration of the unscripturalness of much 
of our theology that this doctrine of a 
historic fall and resultant depravity 
which has been made one of the foun- 
dation stones of Christian theology has 
nothing in the Bible to support it ex- 
cept a parable in the Old Testament 
and a parenthesis in the New. 

It is because man is thus of kin to 
God that he can understand the law. 
It is addressed to his reason and his 
conscience. It is interpreted by his rea- 
son and his conscience. It is a reasona- 
ble and a just law, which is only another 
way of saying that it appeals to man’s 
reason and sense of justice. In truth 
the law was not something external 
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given to him; it was an interpretation to 
him of his own nature. The law was 
the law of his own being; its enuncia- 
tion by the prophet was simply an inter- 
pretation to him of himself. He had 
only to look within to find its verifica- _ 
tion and its sanction. Jehovah is por- 
trayed by the author of the Book of Deu- 
teronomy [ch. xxx, v. 11-14] as saying 
to Israel: 


“For this commandment which I com- 
mand thee this day, it is not hidden from 
thee, neither is it far off. It is not in 
heaven, that thou shouldest say, Who shall 
go up for us to heaven, and bring it unto | 
us, that we may hear it and do it? Neither 
is it beyond the sea, that thou shouldest 
say, Who shall go over the sea for us, and — 
bring it unto us, that we may hear it, and 
do it? But the word is very nigh unto ~ 
thee, in thy mouth, and in thy heart, that 
thou mayest do it.” 

And to the law he may yield or re- 


fuse obedience as he chooses. His free- 
dom to obey or disobey is again and 
again put before Israel in emphatic 
terms. Thus in the Exodus account of 
God's giving the Ten Commandments to 
Moses for the government to the peo- 
ple, Jehovah is represented as putting 
to the people the question whether or 
no they will have him for their King. 
It is not until they have voted upon that 
question that he assumes the office of 
lawgiver and promulgates the law. [Ex- 
odus xix, 3-8}. When some centuries 
subsequently the author of Deuteron- 
omy puts before Israel a later interpre- 
tation and amplification of the law as it 
had been developed in the life of the na- 
tion, the same freedom of choice to obey 
or disobey is affirmed. “I have set be- 
fore thee life and death, blessing and 
cursing; therefore choose life, that both 
thou and thy seed may live.” Nor can 
I agree with those who think that it 
was cruel to warn the people of the 
ruin which would come upon the nation 
if they chose the path of national diso- 
bedience. 

On this faith that man is capable of 
comprehending the moral law, and is 
endowed with power to obey or disobey 


it, was built the political ideals of Israel: 
its popular suffrage, its representative 
assemblies, its judiciary to administer 
the law and protect the poor and the 
feeble from the rich and strong; its 
constitutional limitations on the mon- 
arch; its freedom of speech; its naive and 
primitive, but not ineffectual, method 
for education; its prohibition of land 
monopoly, of hereditary aristocracy, of 
special privileges, and of priestly wealth 
and power.* On this also was based the 
prophetic anticipation of social and hu- 
man development; of a good time com- 
ing when there would be no more war, 
but the implements of war would be 
beaten into agricultural tools; when 
law would be self-enforced by the con- 
science of mankind; when property 
would be equitably divided and poverty 
abolished; and when education and mor- 
ality would be universal. It is true that 
this liberty, equality, and hope were in 
the thought of most of the people con- 
fined to their own nation. A few proph- 
ets looked beyond the boundaries of 
their race and country and had a larger 
vision of the coming Kingdom of God; 
but they were exceptions. This is not 
extraordinary. How many men in our 
own time recognize the rights, the abil- 
ities, and the hopes of any nation but 
their own? The provincialism of the 
American, the insularity of the English- 
man, the self-conceit of the Frenchmen, 
the stolid self-satisfaction of the Ger- 
man, are proverbial. At least we all 
recognize the narrowness in our neigh- 
bor if not in ourselves. Even in this 
day of steamships, railways, telegraphs, 
and newspapers the majority of man- 
kind see with difficulty beyond their 
own territorial boundaries. 


This intimacy of companionship be- 
tween God and man, this presence of 
God in the experience of the individual 
and in the history of the race, and this 
kinship of nature between the father 


*See Lyman Abbott, The Life and Literature of 
the Ancient Hebrews, Boston, 1901, pp. 116-128, 
and the references there given. 


and his children was the essence of the 
Hebrew religion. Mr. Chamberlain in 
his interesting work on “The Founda- 
tions of the Nineteenth Century” 
(quoted above) cites Schopenhauer as 
saying that “‘religion is the metaphysics 
of the people,’ and he himself declares 
that “religion has primarily nothing to 
do either with superstition or morals; it 
is a state of mind.” We are aware that 
theologians have sometimes made of 
theology a metaphysics that had nothing 
to do with morals, but we do not re- 
member ever to have seen this so frank- 
ly avowed and defended as “ religion.” 
Certainly this was not Israel’s concep- 
tion of religion. With this ancient 
people religion was not a state of mind, 
but a state of loyalty. It was obedience to 
the law of God. And, as in the concep- 
tion of Israel, as we have seen, this law 
was written in man’s nature and was 
interpreted by his conscience, it was 
understandable by the common man and 
obedience to it was practicable. Out 
of this obedience to a divine law— 
which was both the law of God’s na- 
ture and the law of man’s nature—there 
grew mentally and morally an intimate 
and continual personal relationship be- 
tween God and man. Nothing more 
than this obedience was necessary to 
establish this intimate relationship. 
Nothing more was required than to do 
justly, love mercy, and walk humbly 
with God; and nothing less would be 
accepted. 

The essence of the Jewish religion 
then, may be stated in a sentence thus: 
God and man are kind; their natures 
are alike; the laws of one are the laws 
of the other; they are moral laws inter- 
preted and enforced by the moral con- 
sciousness of man; and nothing more 
than obedience to those laws—that is, 
nothing more than living naturally, 
morally, holily, that is, healthfully—is 
necessary to establish companionship be- 
tween the Son and his Father. The Chris- 
tian religion, which is the completion or 
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fulfillment of the Jewish religion, dif- 
fers from it chiefly in this, that it pre- 
sents in the life and person of the Su- 
preme Man of Galilee the realization 
of what was before an unrealized ideal. 
Judaism is Christianity in the bud; Chris- 
tianity is Judaism in the flower. What 
modern civilization owes to Judaism, 
fulfilled and unfulfilled, is this comple- 


tion of the companionableness of God, 
the dignity of man, the moral relation 
established between the two, a relation- 
ship of parent and child, and the crea- 
tive impulse which this conception has 
given to political institutions founded 
on the moral law and attempting to 
realize the spirit of justice and liberty 
in the social order. 


THE PLOT AGAINST DE GAULLE 


By ANDRE RIVELOUP 


IP THE New York Times of January 
16 I found an article by Edwin L. 
James on the relations between De 
Gaulle and the governments of Wash- 
ington and London. For those who 
have recently come from France and 
Algiers, his story contained some bitter 
truths. For all I know, Mr. James him- 
self may not have realized the signifi- 
cance of some of his observations, espe- 
cially when he writes: 

“Having failed to liquidate De 
Gaulle when they could, the Americans 
and the British have him on their 
hands.” 

The word “liquidate” has an omin- 
ous ring and the Anglo-Saxons do not 
like to use it. With reference to De 
Gaulle it may mean that the time to eli- 
minate this inconvenient Frenchman by 
force has unfortunately passed and that 
one must now proceed to liquidate him 
softly and gradually. To liquidate 
means to compromise him, to mislead 
him and to make him the tool of a pol- 
icy for a future France such as London 
and Washington may desire it, but not 
the Gaullists. 

Those who have been in Algiers dur- 
ing the past few months and have ob- 
tained a certain inside knowledge are 
indeed fully aware of the fact that the 
struggle of the reactionary circles in 
London and Washington for the future 
of France has entered its decisive phase. 
Undoubtedly the English and American 
spokesmen and representatives in Al- 
giers are not always in agreement con- 
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cerning their tactics; they also endeavor 
to achieve special advantages for their 
respective countries. But the general 
outline of their policy is the same. It 
can be summarized briefly as follows: 

De Gaulle and his movement have 
grown so strong that one must collabor- 
ate with him. However, it must be 
avoided under all circumstances that the 
political ideas represented by De Gaulle 
or by the groups which he represents 
will become reality in a liberated 
France. In other words: the France of 
tomorrow must not be oriented toward 
the left, must not be the result of a 
social revolution. 

Therefore the De Gaulle movement 
must be twisted toward the right. This 
cannot be done by force, as was proved 
by the lamentable collapse of the af- 
faires Darlan, Giraud, Peyrouton and 
company. The method to be employed 
from now on is the old established pol- 
icy of the whip plus sugar candy. 

The sugar candy is presently in the 
hand of Churchill, and he knows why. 
While he is trying to establish a. per- 
sonal rapprochement toward De Gaulle 
and assures the general that it is the 
wish of his life to see a new and strong 
France, an ever growing number of 
French officers is arriving in London 
from France. From there the officers 
ate speedily transported to Algiers 
where they immediately place them- 
selves at the disposal of De Gaulle’s 
army. Strangely enough it turns out 
that these officers who got out of France 
with British assistance are almost with- 


out exception not only political reac- 
tionaries but also more or less open fol- 
lowers of Pétain who, they report, is 
only waiting for the invasion to liberate 
France. 

Clearly this is what is being played 
here: there are two groups within the 
De Gaulle movement which the British- 
American policy makers must influence 
in order to.remodel it according to their 
wishes. The first group is the army 
which is being formed in North Africa; 
the second group is the underground 
organization in France proper. 

The gap between the De Gaulle Com- 
mittee and the army command in the 
hands of Giraud is so wide because a 
large percentage of the officers corps of 
the new army, although of course anti- 
Nazi, is just as unequivocally anti-left. 
What separates these officers from 
Vichy is the collaboration with Hitler. 
But what binds them to Pétain, is the 
anti - democratic, anti - parliamentarian, 
authoritarian regime which reestablish- 
ed the rule of the two hundred families, 
oppressed the trade-unions but increased 
immeasurably the power of the Church 
and of the officers corps. 

In order to achieve their goal these 
officers must try to place their people in 
key positions and to make the influence 
of the army so predominant that the of- 
ficers will determine the policy, and not 
De Gaulle’s Committee or any other 
democratic body of civilians which 
might be created in Algiers in order to 
control the army. 

The head of the reactionary officers 
clique in Algiers is not Giraud who has 
been too much of a failure, but rather 
Alphonse George who during the battle 
of France was second in command to 
Generalissimus Gamelin and who, today, 
is the highest-ranking general of the 
new French army. When Churchill 
went to attend the Cairo Conference he 
stopped off in North Africa; not, how- 
ever, to pay a token visit to De Gaulle 
but to have a long confidential talk with 
General George. Churchill quickly re- 
alized that by taking this step he had 


shown his sympathies too openly. And 
so he later met De Gaulle at Marrakesh 
and applauded the parading French 
troops. 

No doubt matters are complicated for 
De Gaulle. He might dismiss some of 
the most outspoken pro - Vichyites 
among the generals. But the Vichyites, 
too, have meanwhile learned to be more 
careful and to camouflage themselves. 
And furthermore, some of them are 
good officers who have thoroughly un- 
derstood that, if they want to play a 
political role in future France, they 
must now fight the Nazis with all their 
energy. This applies for instance to 
General Juin whose troops are at pres- 
ent fighting so bravely in Italy. Unfor- 
tunately, Juin is both anti-De Gaulle 
and pro-Pétain. 

The Pétainists have not yet obtained 
control over the De Gaulle army. 
Therefore, London and Washington are 
so hesitant to make commitments con- 
cerning the participation of De Gaulle’s 
French army with the combined Amer- 
ican and British forces in the invasion of 
France. Proposals which De Gaulle for- 
warded to London and Washington in 
October 1943 have remained without 
answer. They were simply ignored. 

The treatment accorded by London 
and Washington to the French under- 
ground movement is along similar lines. 
In the eyes of the Anglo-American of- 
ficials in Algiers, the French under- 
ground movement has two unforgivable 
shortcomings: it wholeheartedly sup- 
ports De Gaulle; and its political orien- 
tation is toward the left, with a strong, 
but by no means exclusive Communist 
influence. What can be done to neutral- 
ize or even destroy it? This is simple 
enough; one does not supply it with 
arms. 

Nobody can fight the Nazis with bare 
hands. For some time the underground 
groups received arms and also money 
from the outside, mostly dropped by air- 
plane. English pilots accomplished feats 
of great heroism to supply the partisan 
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groups. But while the underground 
movement developed politically, tended 
toward the left and established a definite 
program for the future of France, the 
interest to supply it with arms gradually 
waned. At the beginning of January, 
the Committee of National Liberation 
in Algiers received a report signed by 
Fernand Grenier, Communist leader of 
the underground, which declared that 
one of the largest and most active under- 
ground groups in France, the so-called 
Franc - Tireurs, had received neither 
arms nor money worth speaking of from 
the outside. On the other hand, other 
and more recent groups which have only 
a small membership received large sums 
and many weapons. 

As far as some of these more recent 
gtoups are concerned incontestable 
proof has been obtained in Algiers that 
they are organized at least in part by 
Vichy officers and that their political 
program is openly reactionary. Some of 
these new underground leaders declare 
frankly that they are willing to fight 
with Pétain and De Gaulle and, of 
course, with Pétain alone, but never 
solely with De Gaulle because he is in 
the hands of the Communists. 

At the same time Vichy functionaries 
and Pétain officers are trying to infiltrate 
into the ranks of the large socialist un- 
derground groups in order to take over 
control when the hour strikes. And 
since they have arms and money their 
influence is growing. 

The British and American representa- 
tives in Algiers are, of course, not open- 
ly sympathizing with Pétain, but their 
tactics in dealing with French affairs, 
both military and civilian, is based on 
the principle that Vichy is by no means 
out of the picture and that at the time of 
invasion certain Vichyites must be won 
over with the assistance of the famous 
expediency policy. And while the dead- 
line for the invasion is approaching, the 
unofficial whisper propaganda is gaining 
ground that Pétain, “this unfortunate 
prisoner of the German and French 


ee 
24 ¢ THE PROTESTANT 


Nazis,” will shake off his chains and 
save the honor of his country. 

No, the Pétain legend is far from be- 
ing dead. On the contrary, it is skil- 
fully kept alive, in France, in North 
Africa, in Britain and in America. The 
authors of this legend have well defined 
political intentions, and many among 
those who believe the legend are simply 
not acquainted with the true facts which 
are carefully being kept from them. 
These facts are: 

Pétain has been a tool and collabora- 
tor of the Nazis not since 1940, after 
France's military defeat, but since 1935. 
Since that time, he has been working 
under orders from Berlin and he is, 
therefore, one of the first, or perhaps 
the very first quisling in the world. 

Underground organizations in France 
and special investigations conducted in 
Algiers for many months have collected 
material about the past political activity 
of Pétain and his friends. They have 
come upon a number of very interesting 
documents. It turned out that the sub- 
versive activities of the Nazis in France 
began prior to Hitler’s advent to power, 
i. e. before 1933. As early as 1931 the 
French publicist and political agent 
Gustave Hervé founded a socialist 
national party in France. The funds for 
this undertaking were obtained in Ger- 
many where he had traveled at Hitler’s 
expense. 

Now this Gustave Hervé who, like 
his friend and sponsor Laval, started his 
career as a socialist and later swung over 
to the extreme right, became the propa- 
gandistic promoter of Pétain in France 
as of 1934. The idea to “work” with 
Pétain originated with Goering who met 
him for the first time at the end of 1934 
in Belgrade during the funeral of mur- 
dered King Alexander of Yugoslavia. 
Pétain proved himself to be both reac- 
tionary and pro-German, was full of 
praise for Hitler and declared that 
France, too, needed a savior. 

This was the right man for the Nazis. 
And systematically one began to present 
the venerable Marshal Pétain as a savior 


SE es a ee ee eee ee we eT 


to the French people. Already in 1935 
Hervé published his first propaganda 
booklet entitled ‘““We Need Pétain’’ 
which was distributed throughout 
France in hundreds of thousands of 
copies. 

In this booklet Hervé explained that 
France should rid herself of her democ- 
racy and adopt a totalitarian regime: 

“There does exist a man around 
whom it would suffice to rally in order 
to present the outside world with an- 
other of those marvelous revivals which 
France has often staged in the past. 
You ask his name: his name is Pétain. 
We need his mighty name, the glamor 
of his military record, the moral cleanli- 
ness of his life, the respect and the grat- 
itude which the whole nation harbors 
for him, in order to reorganize the pat- 
riotic forces now divided by political 
strife.” 

This was the start of Nazi propa- 
ganda for Pétain in France. And since 
the Nazis realized that it was hardly 
possible to change France’s inner-poli- 
tical conditions according to their own 
liking in times of peace they advised 
Pétain, through Hervé, what they had 
in mind. Hervé wrote in his booklet: 

“Tt will be very difficult to overthrow 
a regime by means of a coup d’état. 
However, in time of war, and particu- 
larly after a military defeat, when a 
great part of the population is still 
armed, such an operation can be per- 
formed successfully.” 

In other words: five years before the 
collapse of France Hervé told the 
French people on orders of the Nazis 
which role Pétain would play in June, 
1940. 

In the second printing of the booklet 
which Hervé published in 1936 he gave 
a blueprint of the coming Pétain Consti- 
tution. One of the most intimate 
friends of Pétain, Raphael Alibert, a 
former professor of law, had a decisive 
part in the drafting of this blueprint. 
Well, this blueprint for a future author- 
itarian France, published in 1936 in the 
booklet called ““We Need Pétain,”’ cor- 


responds to the letter to the present 
Vichy Constitution. And in the summer 
of 1940 the grateful Marshal appointed 
his friend Alibert minister of justice to 
watch over the Constitution. 

Herve’s booklets on Pétain were pro- 
duced in a Paris printing office which 
belonged to the notorious Agence 
Prima. This Agence was owned by Paul 
Ferdonnet, since 1935 the principal 
agent of the Nazis in France. At the out- 
break of the war Ferdonnet dropped 
his mask, went to Stuttgart and told the 
French over the Nazi radio that they 
would lose the coming war and that 
Pétain would then take over. 

Between 1935 and 1940 Pétain him- 
self was a silent quisling. Although he 
held an official position as Vice-Presi- 
dent of the War Council he did not take 
any stand against Hervé’s propaganda 
and other nationalistic groups which de- 
manded his dictatorship. As a matter of 
fact, Laval advised him to refrain even 
from a sham protest and to wait until 
the “‘Pétain front’” behind his back had 
quietly come into being. 

Furthermore, there is proof that in 
1936 and 1937 Pétain together with 
Weygand was one of the sponsors of the 
Cagoulard movement which the Fascist 
associations in France had created with 
German and Italian funds and arms. At 
that time Pétain went so far as to pre- 
pare for a military putsch together with 
the Cagoulards in order to overthrow 
the republic. The idea was to stage a 
faked Communist insurrection in order 
to mobilize the army which would then 
establish ‘“‘peace and order.” In order to 
put the officers in the proper spirit 
Pétain secretly had a document circu- 
lated among them which contained in- 
structions for the conduct of the French 
army in the event of a ‘““Communist in- 
surrection.” What Pétain prepared then, 
and what almost succeeded, was nothing 
but high treason. 

In 1938, several months before the 
Munich conference, when the European 
crisis seemed to have reached its climax, 
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Nazi propaganda in France had assumed ~ 


such proportions that Hervé alone was 
no longer sufficient to popularize Pétain. 
A Paris fascist weekly called Grand Oc- 
cident which thanks to German funds 
could be distributed free of charge in 
hundreds of thousands of copies ‘espe- 
cially in the French provinces, published 
a special edition with the headline 
“Pétain to Power.”” In this appeal it was 
said that only Pétain could come to an 
understanding with Hitler—on the basis 
of the destruction of French democracy. 
The Grand Occident, too, was printed 
in the Agence Prima, i. e. the Nazi 
headquarters in Paris. 

All this is incontestable proof for the 
fact that Vichy and its abominable re- 
gime were conceived and prepared many 
years before they came to life. The 
Nazis and the French fascist organiza- 
tions were their originators, and Pétain 
their willing and eager tool—since 1934. 

It is understandable that today, when 
those who put them in power are facing 
defeat, Pétain and his followers want to 
save themselves. The only way to do 
this is to resuscitate the Pétain legend 
which has created so much confusion in 
France and in the Allied countries. This 
legend asserts that until the moment of 
France’s defeat Pétain had never con- 
cerned himself with politics and in fact 
did not realize what was going on 
around him; and that in the summer of 
1940, full of false but well-intentioned 
illusions, he volunteered for the role of 
France’s savior. 

And since this is a question of saving 
the ‘achievements’ of the Pétain re- 
gime and of destroying De Gaulle’s 
Fourth Republic with its threatening or- 
ientation toward the left, one is operat- 
ing with a very impressive argument, 
i. e.: that the Pétain regime is the right- 
ful successor of the Third Republic; and 
that, if it made certain modifications and 
placed itself on the side of the United 
Nations in case of an invasion, it alone 
is entitled to rule in post-war France. 
The De Gaulle movement and his Com- 
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mittee, however, are revolutionary and 
unlawful political bodies which should 
not be used. 

The Pétainists have already taken 
some tactical steps to realize their plans. 
Several weeks ago British and American 
newspapers were full of a new crisis in 
Vichy, allegedly based on Pétain’s more 
or less open break with the Nazis and 
his decision to return to the French 
people its lawful Constitution and with 
it its parliamentarian system. The whole 
matter was, of course, nothing but a 
shady manoeuver of the Pétainists as 
Pétain could never hope to take any such 
step as long as he was a virtual prisoner 
of the Nazis and France at the mercy of 
the German army. The idea was de- 
signed to impress the outside world 
with Vichy’s “democratic intentions,” 
thus playing into the hands of those 
circles in London and Washington who, 
for fear of a genuine revolution in 
France, would prefer to deal with a “re- 
formed” Pétain. 

This is the situation. Superficially 
speaking, De Gaulle’s position seems to 
be excellent. But in reality strong forces 
are at work which aim at undermining, 
if not destroying him and his under- 
ground organization in France. 

The latest information received by 
the De Gaulle Committee in Algiers 
concerning the feverish activities of the 
Pétainists is the following: Marshal 
Pétain sent word to the American am- 
bassador in Madrid that he and his 
friends would welcome the arrival of 
the Allied armies in France, and that he 
would try to eliminate Laval and others 
who are too much compromised. 

As long as Pétain can communicate 
with Ambassador Hayes in Madrid; as 
long as London and Washington put 
pressure on Algiers to be nice to the ar- 
rested Flandin, Boisson, Peyrouton and 
company; as long as_ high-ranking 
American naval officers welcome the de- 
posed fascist governor Robert, of Mar- 
tinique, as a great hero, there will be 
suspicion within the ranks of the Gaul- 
lists—and rightly so. 


THE VATICAN PEACE OFFENSIVE 


By HEINZ POL 


—The Vatican dreams of a resurrected Holy Roman Empire 
of the German Nation. 


MIDST the innumerable rumors 

about peace dealings which for 
months have been filling the newspaper 
columns all over the world and in 
which American, British, German and 
even Russian officials, generals and 
semi-official representatives have been 
mentioned alternately, one fact has been 
relegated to the background almost com- 
pletely. The Vatican and certain inter- 
national circles of political Catholicism 
are doubtless pleased that nobody no- 
tices their peace-feelers and peace deal- 
ings. 

The point is that these are not artifici- 
ally inflated rumors: for months the 
Vatican has eagerly engaged in peace 
talks, and its plans, especially with re- 
gard to Germany, are circulating around 
the world. 


The peace mission of Count Enrico 
Galeazzi is one of the most mysterious 
features of this world war which cer- 
tainly cannot be described as lacking in 
mysteries. 


Who is Galeazzi? He is, first of all, 
a high Catholic dignitary, namely the 
head of the influential Italian Knights 
of Columbus. During the past few 
years this international society which is 
particularly powerful in the United 
States has displayed a frankly reaction- 
ary and anti-democratic attitude toward 
most political and social problems of 
our time. Apart from his membership 
in this society Count Galeazzi has been 
the economic and technical adviser of 
the Vatican State for quite some time. 
In this capacity he has the status of a 
diplomat and minister. 

At the end of August, 1943, imme- 
diately before Italy’s surrender, Gale- 
azzi flew to Madrid by special airplane 
and after a short stay in the Spanish 
capital went on to Lisbon. And here 
began the mystery around his person 


and his mission,—a mystery which was 
further artificially obscured by a flood of 
contradictory news. Nevertheless, these 
contradictions and denials provide val- 
uable hints. Let us proceed chronologi- 
cally. 

The first news about Galeazzi was 
dated September 2, 1943, from Lisbon. 
It said that the Count was a special 
delegate for the Pontifical Commission 
of the Vatican state and would go to 
London and Washington in order to 
buy food and other supplies needed for 
Vatican City. The report added that the 
food and other supplies would be 
“shipped by Swiss vessels.” 

The reference to the Swiss vessels 
was no mean joke: neutral Switzerland 
in the heart of Europe does not own any 
vessels except those crossing her beauti- 
ful mountain lakes. 

On September 3 Reuters reported 
that Galeazzi had left Lisbon for the 
United States, adding that he carried a 
personal message from Pius XII for 
President Roosevelt. At the same time 
an Associated Press report from Wash- 
ington announced that the Vatican had 
applied for an American visa for Gal- 
eazzi. 

In reality Galeazzi remained in Lis- 
bon for the time being and received 
many personalities of various national- 
ities in private audience. On the other 
hand, another delegate of the Vatican 
had arrived by airplane in Lisbon, the 
Italian banker Giovanni Fummi. He 
did not remain long in Lisbon, and on 
September 4 Associated Press reported 
from London: 

‘“Fummi travelling under diplomatic 
privilege arrived in London to discuss 
Vatican finances with British capitalists. 
As financial adviser to the Pope he will 
have free movement in London pro- 
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vided he refrains from interviews and 
restricts his discussions to business.” 

This Fummi obviously did. In any 
event, no one has ever officially heard 
of him again, and only very few people 
might know whether the financial ad- 
viser to Pope Pius XII is still in Lon- 
don, whether he returned to the Vatican 
or whether he is elsewhere. 

As regards Galeazzi, he was still in 
Lisbon on September 7 and thought the 
moment had come to receive the press. 
He denied having any diplomatic mis- 
sion to the United States and insisted 
that he would only buy supplies. The 
Swiss vessels were no longer mentioned. 
Three days later Associated Press from 
Lisbon reported a surprise: ‘‘Count 
Galeazzi has left for London. The 
nature of his mission was not an- 
nounced,” 


The nature of his mission could not 
very well be announced because Gal- 
eazzi had left Lisbon but not for Lon- 
don. For two weeks nothing was heard 
of him until a report from Lisbon dated 
September 22 said that he had again 
“arrived from London in order to re- 
turn to the Vatican.”” Everything seem- 
ed in order: originally, Galeazzi had 
wanted to go to the United States but 
apparently did not receive his visa in 
time and so he had gone to less distant 
London because the supply problem 
was obviously urgent. 

However, on September 23 the New 
York Times published a report by the 
Religious News Service from London 
under the headline ‘‘Galeazzi Back from 
Mission in the U. S.” The N. Y. Times 
added: “Inquiries by Religious News 
Service in Catholic quarters here reveal 
that Galeazzi was seen recently in New 
York and that the Vatican official spent 
some time in Washington.” Since this 
revelation seemed a little too sensational 
the N. Y. Tzmes was careful to add a 
second piece of information: ‘Informed 
Catholic opinion in Washington and 
New York is that his mission did not 
involve Vatican diplomatic activity but 
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was related to the question Of supplies 
to the Holy See.” 

Galeazzi returned to Rome on of 
around September 24 and since then the 
press has not mentioned his name again. 
It is, of course, rather obvious that Gal- 
eazzi did not travel to America merely 
to obtain supplies. Apart from the fact 
that supplies to the Vatican from out- 
side of Rome can reach their destination 
only with the permission of the Nazis 
and that it is comparatively easy to get 
everything Vatican City might need 
from Northern Italy or Switzerland, no- 
body has ever said or pretended to know 
that the Vatican is in need of food or 
other commodities. 


What Galeazzi said and did in Wash- 
ington and New York is not known. 
But since he also spoke with private in- 
dividuals, and not only with officials, 
some details have leaked out. Accord- 
ing to these, Galeazzi’s mission was not 
restricted to certain financial problems 
of the Vatican, the general Italian situa- 
tion or the bombardment and the future 
occupation of Rome by the Allied 
troops. It also included discussions with 
interested parties concerning a peace 
plan of the Pope for Germany and Cen- 
tral Europe. There is reason to assume 
that the banker Fummi submitted the 
same peace proposals to the British in 
London. 

Galeazzi’s suggestions which he 
transmitted in the name of the Vatican 
are based on a simple theory, i. e.: the 
governments of the United States and 
Great Britain as well as the Vatican are 
interested in preventing Germany and 
Central Europe from becoming a hotbed 
of revolution after the collapse of Hit- 
ler’s war machine. Furthermore, the 
Vatican plan takes into consideration 
the methods employed by the AMG in 
Italy, namely to rely on the Catholic 
priests in the towns and villages rather 
than to work with the representatives of 
old or new political parties. In the 
opinion of the Vatican, this principle of 
collaborating with the representatives of 
a “neutral” power, independent from 


party politics, should be continued to an 
increasing degree, not only in Italy, but 
also in Germany and Austria. 


Now Catholicism in Germany and 
Central Europe is not nearly so strong 
as in Italy. On the other hand, if one 
discounts the eastern regions of Ger- 
many and certain parts of Prussia, Cath- 
olicism in many parts of south and west 
Germany is even predominant. Austria, 
too, has a large Catholic majority. Bas- 
ing itself on these facts, the Vatican 
plan provides for several phases. 

Phase one concerns the selection of a 
personality who after Hitler’s collapse 
will temporarily take over power in Ger- 
many. According to the views of the 
Vatican, this personality is likely to be 
found among the Catholic hierarchy in 
Germany. It proposes Michael von 
Faulhaber, Cardinal of Munich, the old- 
est Cardinal in Germany. 

The suggestion to collaborate with 
Faulhaber is extremely clever. And 
Gaelazzi who mentioned this name first 
has endeavored to give the merits of the 
Cardinal the fullest praise. Faulhaber 
was and still is an outspoken opponent 
of the Nazis and has always had the 
courage to say so aloud. Since his influ- 
ence and authority were great his pro- 
tests have done the Nazis more harm 
than those of many other adversaries. 
Many times he was in danger of arrest. 

This does not mean that Faulhaber is 
a democrat. On the contrary, he is a re- 
actionary, and his original animosity to- 
ward Hitler derives from his open sym- 
pathies for the Bavarian royal family. 
He was a sponsor of the nationalistic 
parties in Bavaria, and Hitler is too 
much of a Prussian for him. Formerly, 
he followed separatist tendencies, and it 
is said that these inclinations have be- 
come more pronounced. They aim at 
separating south and southwest Ger- 
many from Prussia and, if possible, at 
uniting it with Austria. His connections 
with the German, particularly the Bav- 
arian, officers corps, are excellent. At 
the outbreak of the Spanish civil war he 
came out in favor of Franco. 


Faulhaber’s candidacy was launched 
in September 1943. Already in Novem- 
ber it had assumed such proportions 
that it was widely discussed in the 
world press. Strangely enough, those 
who spread the rumors about his candi- 
dacy were people not only close to the 
Vatican, but to the Germans as well. 
On November 14, the New York Times 
published a cable from Stockholm on its 
front page which said: 

‘A plan for one of Germany’s Roman 
Catholic cardinals to be chosen to head 
the post-Hitler regime until the Reich 
found a democratic balance, has been 
advanced in anti-Nazi circles at Berlin, 
according to advices received here 
today.” 

The N. Y. Times did not mention the 
name of Faulhaber but English papers 
have reported that in Stockholm it was 
publicly mentioned at that time, among 
others by the German ambassador in 
Stockholm, Thomson. At the same time 
go-betweens of Franz von Papen in An- 
kara were beginning to make propa- 
ganda for Faulhaber. 

Herr von Papen who, apart from be- 
ing Hitler’s ambassador, is still Papal 
Chamberlain, plays a special role in the 
plans of the Vatican. He is not only 
chosen to persuade many members of 
the army to jump off the bandwagon 
while it is still time but also to prepare 
the ground for a Cardinal interregnum 
and the resuscitation of a large Catholic 
party in Germany. 

Here we come to the second phase of 
the Vatican plan. This phase provides 
for the revival of the Weimar republic. 
Propaganda for the Weimar republic 
which at present is being conducted in 
certain American and English Catholic 
periodicals obviously on higher orders 
offers, if successful, two tremendous ad- 
vantages. Since the constitution of Wei- 
mar was, at least on paper, very demo- 
cratic and progressive, its propagandists 
will acquire the pleasant reputation of 
being liberals. Furthermore, the Wei- 
mar republic was the paradise for the 
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Centre Party, the great Catholic party in 
Germany. 

There was no cabinet in the Weimar 
republic, neither in the Reich nor in 
Prussia, which from 1918 to 1933 did 
not have members of the Centre Party 
as ministers. In the decisive years many 
members of the Centre were chancellors 
of the Reich. 

But even before the time of the Wei- 
mar republic the influence of the Centre 
Party was so powerful that imperial 
Germany used Catholic politicians to 
start peace negotiations. It was Matthias 
Erzberger, leader of the Centre Party, 
who in 1917 submitted the so-called 
peace resolution in the Reichstag which 
stated that Germany was ready to con- 
clude an honorable peace without con- 
quests. Pope Benedict XV was to pre- 
pare this peace and the mediation be- 
tween Erzberger and the Vatican was 
entrusted to a young diplomat priest 
whose name was Eugenio Pacelli. 

Pacelli who during the time of the 
Weimar republic and beyond that per- 
iod was papal Nuncio in Berlin and able 
to observe the tremendous influence of 
the Centre Party before and behind the 
scenes, has today become Pope Pius XII. 
The Centre Party, however, has dis- 
solved; it disappeared after the Vatican 
signed the Concordat with Hitler in 
1933: 

Therefore, phase two consists of 
making the Centre Party a new large 
political body with the slogan of reviv- 
ing the Weimar republic. Cardinal 
Faulhaber as the head of the post-war 
regime would issue the rallying call. 
But the necessary preliminary work 
must be done by others. And who is 
better suited for this job than Papen? 

At the end of November, 1943, 
Papen was obviously in Rome. The 
Swiss reports concerning his journey 
were concise while the denials of the 
German Foreign Office were extremely 
lame. The Swiss sources even indicated 
with whom Papen had negotiated in 
Rome, namely with Pius XII and Luigi 
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Cardinal Maglione, the Papal Secretary 
of State. It was added that Papen had 
been equipped with credentials from 
economic, financial and army groups in 
Germany. 

Immediately following Papen’s trip | 
an unprecedented peace propaganda 
campaign was staged in Berne, Ankara, 
Lisbon and Stockholm—a campaign 
which is still going on. An editorial in 
the German paper Muenchener Neueste 
Nachrichten—a paper closely connected 
with the secretariat of Cardinal Faul- 
haber—gave the starting signal. The 
paper wrote: “... The fifth war winter — 
has, commenced and the entire world © 
hopes that it will be the last one... 
The final hours that separate us from 
peace are approaching.” 

This was perhaps a little too out- — 
spoken. But it is characteristic that the — 
Vatican plan provides solutions which — 
in their essential points are identical 
with peace proposals which emanate 
from quite another source. According 
to hints by Galeazzi, the Vatican favors — 
a union of Germany’s Catholic prov- 
inces, with the inclusion of Austria. — 
Well, the proposals which the German — 
emissaries brought to Spain (and which 
were made public through Washington . 
on January 21, 1944, following the ~ 
Pravda incident) contained a paragraph — 
which said that Germany was willing to 
yield all conquered territories with the 
exception of Austria. Then Hitler 
would be overthrown, and so on. 

The adherence of the Vatican to the 
idea of a so-called “Greater Germany’’ 
is a means to lure the reactionary con- 
servative circles in Germany. At the 
same time it embodies the wishdream of 
political Catholicism, that is, the resur- 
rection of the Holy Roman Empire of 
the German Nation. The propagandists 
of the Vatican have hinted that the © 
future capital of liberated Germany 
would be Vienna, or at worst, Munich, 
but not under any circumstances Berlin. 

And now we are getting to the third 
phase of the Vatican plan, which refers 
to the manner in which Hitler and Naz- 


ism ate to be liquidated. This is the 
most difficult point in the whole scheme. 
If Faulhaber and the higher clergy are 
to take over power in Germany they do 
not want to become the executors of 
tens of thousands of Nazis. A German 
Catholic with good international con- 
nections who lives in New York told me 
recently: 

“For moral as well as practical rea- 
sons we are in favor of strictly separat- 
ing the guilty from the innocent in Ger- 
many by means of a thorough investiga- 
tion of each individual case. We do not 
want to take revenge but to introduce 
betterment. Germany cannot improve 
if generals, industrialists, and even party 
members are indiscriminately executed 
or imprisoned.” 


This sounds reasonable, but I am 
afraid, it is tantamount to an under- 
standing between the Vatican and the 
Nazis. And it looks today as though 
this understanding is already under way. 
It is based on the theory that now, while 
it is still time, the Nazis must make-a 
change of heart, especially as regards 
their relations toward religion and the 
Church. If they will do this now, one 
can later put in a good word for them. 

The Nazis must have received a hint 
in this direction, otherwise the follow- 
ing measures would be incomprehen- 
sible: 

Already two months ago the Free 
French radio Brazzaville reported that 
Dr. Alfred Rosenberg, minister for the 
Nazi-occupied eastern territories and for 
twenty years the leader of all anti-reli- 
gious activities within the Nazi move- 
ment, has been stripped of all his func- 
tions. At the beginning of January, 
1944, the Office of War Information re- 
leased the following report: 


“Two newspapers in Germany, one 
of them the propaganda organ of Nazi- 
dom’s leading apostle of paganism (Al- 
fred Rosenberg), have echoed a new 
‘back-to-church order’ reportedly issued 
to the Gestapo and the storm troops 
with articles informing the German 
people that ‘religion has again become 


modern’ and that they may fall back on 
it to find solace and bolster their 
morale.” 

At the same time an instruction by 
Himmler to the SS and the Gestapo as 
well as an order of General Schep- 
mann, chief of staff of the Nazi storm 
troops, was announced in Germany to 
the effect that the Nazis should attend 
church services regularly. A special ap- 
peal by Himmler, issued immediately 
before Christmas, 1943, said, literally: 

“By your attendance of the church 
services you will make the faithful be- 
lieve that National Socialism can coop- 
erate with the Church and with reli- 
gion.” 

Let us summarize: among the innu- 
merable peace plans which have been 
cropping up like mushrooms in the past 
few months, the scheme of the Vatican 
is the most consistent and the most log- 
ical. Moreover, this scheme seems to 
have been the starting point for all other 
schemes, and to have influenced them 
widely. The interest of the Vatican— 
in getting rid of Hitler and in establish- 
ing a new regime backed by the same 
political and social powers which dom- 
inated the Weimar republic—coincides 
with that of all those who fear revolu- 
tion more than anything else. 

The big advantage of the Vatican 
scheme is its flexibility. It is prepared 
to be as “‘liberal’’ as possible; even 
Papen, the indispensable go-between, 
might be dropped. There are others, 
less compromised, for instance the pre- 
late Ludwig Kaas, the last leader of the 
Centre Party who since 1933 has resided 
at the Vatican as special adviser on all 
German affairs. British sources have re- 
vealed the feverish activities of Kaas 
and speak of a whisper campaign in 
Germany around his person and_ his 
future role. Cardinal Innitzer, of 
Vienna, who since 1938 has been living 
at the Vatican and whose influence is 
great, appears to be no less active. 

Soon we shall see the results of these 
manoeuvers of Vatican diplomacy. 
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FATHER FORGIVE US 


A Prayer 
By W. ELLIS DAVIES 


— 


O God who livest, not in the remote heavens, but in the sorrowing hearts 
of thy stricken children, we turn to thee in penitence. 


We have seen the sons of Abraham, in their veins the blood of our dear 
Lord’s people, scorned and beaten in the name of Christ. Little children, un- 
witting of the poisoned minds of their fellows, have been struck cruel blows, 
and their surprised eyes look out from bruised faces. 


Jesus said, “Suffer the little chldren to come unto me and forbid them not 
for of such is the kingdom of heaven.” Yet His followers, taking His name, 
have said with hostile deeds, “for of such is the wrath of the Christian.” 


Jesus took the children in His arms and laid his hands upon them in bless- 
ing. Yet the followers of Jesus have laid their hands upon the children in bit- 


terness and hate. They have beaten them and bruised them and made them 
bleed. 


Father forgive us for our indolence, our negligence, our failure to teach and 
preach thy will. 


Forgive us because we did not have the righteous indignation of the Master 
whose language soared with His anger as He upbraided those whom He called 
hypocrites, whitewashed sepulchres, vipers and sons of vipers. Forgive us for 
that we have not earlier risen in consternation and warded off the brutal assault. 


We have spoken of the hunger and thirst after righteousness while we 
were most hungry for comfort. We have sung in our hymns of sacrifice while 
too dearly we cherished our own security. We have sought after brotherhood 
and preached love of the neighbor in need; but not as the prophet who would 
die that others may live; only as the coward whose neighbor’s hurt affected 
him not while he remained unhurt. 


God forgive us for the selfishness of sitting still. 


God help us to redeem ourselves. Let us be men of sorrows and acquainted 
with grief. Burden our shoulders with the yoke of our stricken brethren. Dis- 
rupt our poise, undermine our peace of mind, make us ill at ease until we have 
found hearts that really care, sympathy that understands, and hands outstretched 
in willing aid to thy saddened children. Let the sadness that was in Jesus 
be in us until by our deeds it has been expunged from the hearts of His people. 


This is the way the Master went; should not the servant tread it still? 
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CALVERT'S ACT OF INTOLERANCE 


By L. H. LEHMANN 

Pp NOVEMBER 18, 1943, de- 
, Clared in its special feature 

called Nailing the Hate Rumors: 


“When Lord Baltimore founded Mary- 
land, the first Catholic colony in Northern 
America, he was among the first to assert 
the doctrine of religious freedom.” 


PM did this to try and prove that the 
two following accusations, which it call- 
ed “hate rumors,’ are not true: that 
(1) “Catholics support tolerance in 
America only because they are not in the 
majority here’; and (2) “non-Catholics 
would be persecuted if Catholics became 
dominant in America.” 

The true facts concerning Lord Cal- 
vert’s so-called Maryland “Act of Toler- 
ation’” cannot be too often repeated. 
Here they are: 

In 1632, George Calvert (first Lord 
Baltimore), a Roman Catholic noble- 
man, obtained from King Charles I the 
territory now known as Maryland. But 
George Calvert died before the king af- 
fixed his signature to the charter, and 
his son, Cecilius Calvert, sent a colony 
in 1634 to St. Marys on the shores of 
Chesapeake Bay. This second Lord Bal- 
timore tolerated (only) all Christian 
sects in his province, and because of 
this, Protestants who were molested in 
other colonies came and settled in Mary- 
land in such numbers that, eight years 
after the establishment of the colony, 
Roman Catholics formed Jess than 
twenty-five per cent of its inhabitants. It 
was in order to safeguard his own reli- 
gious minority against the Protestant 
majority, that Lord Baltimore, in 1649, 
induced the Assembly of Freemen to 
pass the Act Concerning Religion, com- 
monly called “The Maryland Act of 
Toleration.”” Following is a full abstract 
of this act: 


‘An Act Concerning Religion" 


“Forasmuch as matters concerning reli- 
gion ought to be settled: Be it enacted by 
Cecilius, Lord of this Province, with the 
consent of this general Assembly: 

That whatsoever persons within this 


Province SHALL DENY THE HOLY TRINITY 
SHALL BE PUNISHED WITH DEATH AND 
THE CONFISCATION OF HIS OR HER LANDS 
AND GOODS TO THE LORD PROPRIETARY 
AND HIS HEIRS. 

And whereas the enforcing of the con- 
science in matters of Religion hath fre- 
guently fallen out to be of dangerous con- 
sequence: And for the more quiet govern- 
ment of this Province: Be it therefore en- 
acted, except as in this present act is before 
declared and set forth, 

That no person or persons PROFESSING 
TO BELIEVE IN JESUS CHRIST, shall from 
henceforth be anyways troubled in respect 
to his or her religion, nor in the free exer- 
cise thereof.” 

As can be seen from the above, this 
can hardly be called an Act of Tolera- 
tion, much less an act guaranteeing real 
Religious Liberty. It out-Hitlers Hitler's 
anti-Semitic Nuremberg Laws, for it en- 
acts the death penalty and confiscation 
of the goods and properties of all who 
deny the Trinity—such as Jews, Free- 
thinkers, Unitarians, et al. PM, and 
other tolerant-minded Americans, have 
probably been deceived by the Roman 
Catholic propagandists’ version of it. 
“The Calvert Associates’ and the official 
Catholic Encyclopedia (Vol. IX, p. 757- 
b), for instance, deliberately and dis- 
honestly 

a. refer to it always as ‘“The Mary- 
land Act of Toleration’’; 

b. omit the first enacting clause, 
which decrees death and confiscation of 
goods against all who deny the Trinity; 

c. omit the exception to the second 
enacting clause; 

d. boast, not only of the act itself as 
the work of Catholics, but also of the 
religious liberty in Maryland under the 
Catholic Calverts during the fifteen 
years preceding it. 

Read in this way, the act would ap- 
pear to be something to boast about. But 
even if any virtue were to be found in it, 
credit should go to the Protestant major- 
ity. During the fifteen years preceding 
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the act, it was a Protestant majority and 
a Roman Catholic minority who got 
along by means of a voluntary toleration 
of each other, but only as Trinitarians. 
Then they united, in 1649, in decreeing 
death and confiscation of goods against 
all who disbelieved in the Trinity, de- 
creeing, along with this death penalty, 
toleration only of each other by State 
law. This was neither separation of 
Church and State, nor religious liberty. 
It was in fact an intolerant act. 


Whatever virtue may be found in the 
Maryland Act is overshadowed in pri- 
ority, as well as in fact, by the founding 
of Rhode Island thirteen years before 
by Roger Williams, Protestant pastor 
of the church in Salem, Mass. He was 
exiled from there because of his-devo- 
tion to the principle of religious freedom 
far in advance of his age. His little col- 
ony of Rhode Island was remarkable for 
two things: democracy and religious 
freedom. Government was “by free and 
voluntary consent of all the free inhabi- 
tants,” and election by ballot was intro- 
duced. Concerning religion, it was laid 
down, though not incorporated into law, 
that: “All men might walk as their 
conscience persuaded them, every one in 
the name of his God.” (Muzzey’s His- 
tory of the United States, p. 32.) 


Five years after the passing of the 
Maryland Act, a colony of Jews, fleeing 
from persecution in Brazil, landed in 
New York, or New Amsterdam as it 
was then called, and were kindly re- 
ceived by the Dutch Protestants there. 


Had they gone to Maryland instead, 
they would have been under sentence of 
death according to its so-called “Act of 
Toleration.” 

Ten years ago the Catholic “Calvert 
Associates” endeavored to get the Fed- 
eral Government to set its seal on the 
myth that Maryland was the first to 
enact religious liberty, by the issue of a 
postage stamp commemorating the ter- 
centenary of the founding of Maryland 
and the passing of the Maryland “Act 
of Toleration.” President Roosevelt 
and Governor Ritchie were unwittingly 
used to bolster the false claims of the 
Catholic Church, the former praising — 
‘Maryland’s part in establishing reli- 
gious liberty in the United States, and 
Governor Ritchie proclaiming his ex- — 
ultation as follows: “What prouder heri- 
tage, I ask, can the Calvert Associates 
memorialize than this? Catholic, Prot- 
estant, Quaker, Jew — all permitting — 
liberty of belief and expression as long 
as the Calverts had their sway and ex- 
ercized their power.” Governor Ritchie 
must never have read the first enacting 
clause of the Act which condemned to 
death all Quakers and Jews! 

A few years hence, in 1949, when the 
Catholic propagandists celebrate the 
tercentenary of the passing of the Mary- 
land ‘“‘Act of Toleration,”’ we shall hear 
much more of this myth. It would be a 
good time for all to get together and 
bury it—together with Hitler’s Nurem- 
berg Laws and all other anti-Semitic and 
intolerant enactments of the Nazi-Fas- 
cists and their Clerical collaborators. 


CURE DEFENDS HIS HOSPITALITY TO RABBI 


Criticized because he provided a rabbi with quarters in which to hold Jewish services, the 
curé of a small country parish in France replied by defending his “sin” as “a gresture of pure 


> 


Christian charity.’ 


The priest's letter of explanation is quoted as part of a vituperative article in Le Cri du Peuple, 
anti-Semitic newspaper published in Paris. The priest’s name is not revealed. 

“I put a room freely at the disposal of the rabbi,” the priest wrote, “so that his colleagues in 
religion might meet and pray together on the Sabbath. It is a gesture for which I do not have to 
offer excuses, nor of which I have to boast. It is a gesture of pure Christian charity. 

“I do not see how it can scandalize anybody. Indeed, there would be a great scandal in the 
eyes of God if Christians no longer understood charity. 

“The Jews are our brothers in humanity. They were our ancestors in the Faith and they worship 


the true God, as we do. 
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THE PROTESTANT 


—The Churchman. 


THE STORY OF SINARQUISM 


By ARTHUR EATON 


—'"Germany is a sincere friend of the Sinarquist movement.” 


EXICO has a strong and growing 
M Fascist movement, similar in com- 
position to that which recently took 
power in Argentina. It operates as a 
religious crusade with the slogan “The 
New Christian Order.” Originally 
started by agents of the Nazi Party and 
of the Spanish Falange, this movement, 
known as the Nationalist Sinarquist 
Union already has over 2,000,000 ad- 
herents. With open support from reac- 
tionary sections of Mexican business and 
large landholders, and clerical and im- 
perialist support in the United States, 
the UNS is capitalizing on resentment 
by Mexicans of the United States and 
on their distress from current shortages 
of consumers goods and a rising cost of 
living. UNS is aiding the Axis by sabo- 
taging the Mexican war effort, the demo- 
cratic government of Manuel Avila 
Camacho, and is working energetically 
to break the great Mexican labor organ- 
ization, Confederation of Mexican work- 
ers (CIM). It aims at creating the 
conditions for a successful revolution 
which would re-establish Catholic con- 
trol over all aspects of Mexican life. 
The present line of UNS is conditioned 
by the recognition that the United Na- 
tions are going to win the war. Know- 
ing that a Fascist revolution cannot 
succeed in Mexico without outside sup- 
port an attempt is being made to gain 
aid from reactionaries in Britain. and 
the United States. Recently the cam- 
paign against the Jews and Yankee Im- 
perialism was dropped; only Protes- 
tantism remained as their scapegoat. 


The reactionary section of Catholic- 
ism in the United States as represented 
by Monsignor Fulton J. Sheen and die- 
hard American Imperialism as repre- 
sented by Senator Butler are in un-holy 
partnership. With Catholicism as a 
cover a “friendly” domestic Fascism is 


Miranda Montoya, Simarquist leader. 


being fostered in each country of the 
Western Hemisphere. 

Sinarquism is the instrument of this 
Clerical-Imperialist combine in Mexico. 
It is the greatest menace to democracy in 
Mexico today, and could easily bring 
“civil” war to that country. With Ar- 
gentina and Bolivia as examples to spur 
on the drive of domestic reaction, and 
with money or possibly arms from the 
outside, Mexico can be brought back 
to the period of 1833, and all the gains 
of a hundred years of struggle nullified. 

Already the members of UNS are 
drilled and disciplined in military pro- 
cedure, its members coming from the 
most ignorant and credulous sections 
of the Mexican population. A drive is 
to be made for members among the of- 
ficer class of the regular army. The rec- 
tor of the National University, German 
trained, who gained his post with Cath- 
olic influence, is the potential national 
leader of both UNS and its steering- 
partner, the more intellectual Jesuit- 
Falangist organization ‘Nationalist Ac- 
tion Party.” One Presidential cabinet 
member sympathizing with UNS was 
Lic. Vejar Vasquez, who resigned on 
December 22, 1943, under pressure. 
He was charged by Magisterio, a 
teachers’ publication, of trying “ to put 
the rural schools in the hands of agents 
of enemies of the country, of the Si- 
narquists and other hidden traitors.” 

The actual founding of UNS took 
place in the city of Leon, Mexico, on 
May 23, 1937, at a meeting attended 
by 400 people of the vicinity. The 
leaders of prime importance at the 
time were: Alfonso Trueba Olivares, 
Jose Trueba Olivares, Manuel Zermeno 
y Perez, Herculano Hernandez Delga- 
do, Oskar Hellmuth Schreiter, Frieder- 
ich Wilhelm Heim, Isaac Guzman Val- 
divia, Manuel Torres Bueno, Juvencio 
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Carmona, Luis Reyes, Luis Belmont, 
Feliciano Manrique and others, includ- 
ing seven representatives from Quere- 
taro among whom was Jose Antonio 
Urquiza, known after his death at the 
hands of a peon on his hacienda as 
“El Ausente,”’ or “The Absent.” 

It is important to analyze the back- 
ground of some of the above men as it 
gives clues to the organizational strate- 
gy and plans of UNS. 

Oskar Hellmuth Schreiter and Fried- 
erich Heim were Nazi party members 
at the time. Schreiter was an officer in 
the old German Army, an engineer, 
poly-linguist and still is professor of 
language at the Mexican State College 
of Guanajuato. He was a professor for 
most of the youths who founded Sinar- 
chism, and inspired many of their ideas. 
One of his star students was Manuel 
Torres Bueno, present Jefe (Chief) of 
UNS. In 1936, Schreiter organized the 
“Anti-Communist Center’ of Guana- 
juato in company with two lawyers. 
This was shortly afterward disbanded, 
and the UNS formed in its place. Schrei- 
ter’s relationship to UNS, along with 
Heim, was borne out in documents 
which fell into the hands of the work- 
ers of Guanajuato. On a list of honor 
of its founders, Schreiter’s name ap- 
pears. Recently, the author asked Jose 
Trueba Olivares if he had known Schrei- 
ter. Olivares, first Jefe of UNS, said he 
had not had classes from him, but when 
pressed, admitted he had talked with 
the man occasionally. Speaking very de- 
fensively, he painted Schreiter as a 
man of little importance, who was known 
as a Nazi, with a picture of Hitler in 
his house. He added that on one oc- 
casion Schreiter came up to him and 
complimented UNS for its splendid pro- 
gram. Olivares repeated this to Torres 
Bueno who said “don’t associate public- 
ly with Schreiter or the people will 
think we are Nazis.” 

Both of the Olivares brothers were 
Falangists when UNS was founded, 
Spaniards, and seemingly opportunists. 
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Alfonso has reputedly turned against 
the movement, but Jose, after being 
Supreme Jefe, and later Jefe of one of 
the Sinarquist colonies at Kino, Sonora, 


returned to Mexico City three months | 


ago and now edits a Sinarquist maga- 
zine known as Orden. 

Jose Antonio Urquiza, ‘‘E] Ausente,” 
is considered by UNS as its official in- 
spirer. Urquiza was a youth of 22 when 
assassinated, and the son of a great land- 
holder or “‘latifundista,” of the same 
name, with properties in Queretaro. Ur- 
quiza Junior was never Jefe of the 
movement, nor its true leader, but was a 
prominent collaborator who contributed 
ideas and money: ideas which were ob- 
tained in Spain when he served under 
Franco as a Falangist, against the Span- 
ish Republic. He gave the keynote 
speech at the Leon meeting of UNS. 
On his death he was made a martyr. 


The founders of UNS claim they 
came together because all were pro- 
foundly disturbed by the moral, politi- 
cal, and economic disorder into which 
the Republic had fallen and they “‘re- 
solved to combat this by establishing in 
Mexico the ‘Social Christian Order.’ ”’ 
The sixteen points constituting the bas- 
ic program of UNS were given consid- 
erable publicity in the United States by 
Father Coughlin and others. Essentially 
they would involve placing Mexico un- 
der a similar regime to that of Clerical- 
Corporate Spain, and would proscribe 
anarchist, communist, socialist, and lib- 
eral tendencies. UNS states it is “against 
the class-struggle.” 

Initial money for the organization 
came from the big landowners of the 
Bahia, part of the State of Jalisco, who 
were involved in a war against the ag- 
rarians and “Rural Reserves” military 
organization of the small farmers. Jose 
Antonio Urquiza, father of ‘‘El Ausen- 
te” was one of the biggest contributors. 

From the beginning Sinarquism has 
capitalized on the ignorance and credu- 
lity of great sections of the Mexican pop- 
ulation and it now takes the form of a 
religious crusade using the slogans of 


“Viva Cristo Rey,” “Viva la Virgen de 
Guadalupe” and “The New Christian 
Order’ as smoke-screens for baser mo- 
tives. The old Sinarquist line, changed 
recently after the visit to Mexico of 
Msgr. Fulton J. Sheen, and after re-as- 
sessment of the war picture in view of a 
probable United Nations victory, was 
to attack Britain, the United States, 
the Soviet Union and the Jews; to 
sabotage the war program. Much of 
this propaganda reaches fertile ears in 
a country where people are being af- 
fected by the steadily rising cost of liv- 
ing, shortages of goods, and hold a long 
standing grudge against the ‘‘gringoes.”’ 

On December 15, 1943, Torres Bue- 
no, present Supreme Jefe of UNS told 
the United Press his organization had 
900,000 active male membets, with 
many more direct sympathizers. In 
1940, UNS claimed a half million men. 
However, it is difficult to be sure of 
these figures, for it is felt in Mexico 
that the movement deliberately under- 
estimates its strength publicly for fear 
of governmental investigation and in- 
tervention. 


The structure of UNS is closely 
comparable with the Falange. It has an 
autocratic pattern. The Supreme Jefe 
gives orders and the officers and sol- 
diers (as individual members are called) 
“obey.” Members are taught to love 
inconvenience, danger and death. They 
are instructed to accept happily all or- 
ders, are not allowed to raise ques- 
tions in meetings—where they are ‘‘in- 
structed” by the Jefes. 

National headquarters of UNS are 
in a forbidding unmarked stone build- 
ing at 74 Morellos St., Mexico City. 
Here, the national committee and Su- 
preme Jefe, Torres Bueno, have their of- 
fices. Bueno is assisted by secretaries 
for Organization, Colonization, Treas- 
ury, and Youth. As part of the organ- 
ization on lower levels, there are Region- 
al, Municipal, Sector, and Block com- 
mittees. Each of these groups has its 
Jefe. 


Organization, on a military basis, in- 


volves military instructions for mem- 
bers in special schools. The smallest 
unit of the “‘army’” is the “‘cuadro” of 
a Jefe, sub-Jefe, and 30 soldiers, organ- 
ized in six files of five men each. The 
next unit, or “century” (directly copied 
from the Falange) has three cuadros. 
A company has three centuries. In par- 
ades and demonstrations Sinarquists al- 
ways maintain military formations, al- 
though they do not have bands or drums. 
Their flag has a green background upon 
which are superimposed the letters UNS. 
The center is circular, and white, with a 
red map of Mexico in the center. Salut- 
ing is typically Fascist, with the right 
hand, palm out-stretched being held at 
an angle across the chest. Each soldier 
is assessed five centavos a week as dues, 
but UNS pays out far more than it re- 
ceives from these people in expenses for 
coming to demonstrations, food, lodging 
and transportation costs . . . certainly 
an indication that funds must come from 
other sources too. 

The Archbishop of Mexico, Luis 
Maria Martinez, has on several occa- 
sions publicly stated his disapproval of 
UNS, and many Catholic clergymen 
who belong to Accion Catolica oppose 
the movement too. But the reactionary 
wing of Catholicism, principally Jesuit, 
led by Eduardo Iglesias, have been the 
movements’ most ardent supporters. 
These, from the pulpit, in the confes- 
sional, and in organized Catholic cen- 
ters such as the Association of Young 
Catholic Mexicans, Mexican Catholic 
Union, and Catholic Action, work open- 
ly for the UNS. They say it is the only 
hope of salvation for Mexico. At dem- 
onstrations, or marches, when the Sin- 
arquists have entered a church, the 
priest quite often does not limit his 
remarks and shouts political slogans 
from the pulpit. Regularly the discus- 
sion is inflammatory, as was true in the 
Villa de Guadalupe on December 5, 
when Eduardo Linares, a Jesuit, spoke 
before the “Guadalupan Workers’ a 


MARCH, 1944 ¢ 37 


“front” organization of Sinarquism in 
Mexico City. 


Here is a letter sent by Supreme Jefe 
Manuel Zermeno to one of the UNS 
chieftains in Queretaro, Herberto Jim- 
enez, dated November 25, 1938 (sec- 
ond paragraph) : 

“As the first point in our program, which 
should be carried out with the greatest 
possible brevity and by means of the priest, 
Camacho, who is already fully acquainted 
with the matter, procure the prompt agree- 
ment of the Parochial Committees of the 
Accion Catolica Juventud Mexicana and of 
the Union Catolica Mexican to our social 
program, which already, in Leon and Culi- 
acan, has been accepted . . . by the above 
named Catholic groups.” 


This “collaboration” with UNS pro- 
gtam takes many forms: Financial, po- 
litical, and so forth. But the most di- 
rect aid is in the marches, such as that 
on the Villa of Guadalupe on December 
5. This march is claimed by Sinarquists 
to be unconnected with their movement, 
but in reality it constitutes a subter- 
fuge under the name of ‘Comite Naci- 
onal de Obreros Guadalupanos,”’ found- 
ed in Mexico City during 1940 by a 
union of shoe repairers. This group 
carries on propaganda during the year 
for the annual march. In 1940 this was 
attended by 15,000 workers; in 1941, 
65,000. The organization now claims 
over 200,000 Catholic workers. Offices 
of the Committee in Mexico are at No. 
99 Donceles Street, office No. 420. 


This year the march was begun at four 
in the morning, with groups forming in 
military order to march to the Basilica, 
with priests in civilian clothes leading 
religious songs. 


Salvador Abascal, the third Supreme 
Jefe of UNS, was very close to the last 
Nazi Minister to Mexico, Von Collen- 
berg, and is supposed to have been so 
involved that the high command of 
UNS had to remove him as Supreme 
Jefe five days after the attack on Pearl 
Harbor. But Abascal immediately em- 
barked for Baja California as Jefe of 
the Colony started by the Sinarquists on 
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Magdalena Bay, so ardently desired by 
the Japanese as a Naval Base. 


One hundred families were sent by 


UNS originally to colonize this barren 


coast northwest of Mexico. Named 
“Santa Maria Auxiliadora,” the colony 
was given a great amount of publicity 
in the country as an example of the 


self-sacrificing work of UNS. But, due © 


to faulty surveys by engineers, lack of 
water, poor food, and lack of medical 
service, more than 20 children and sev- 
eral adults died. Fifty per cent of those 


who originally went returned to the 
mainland, all profoundly demoralized 


Sinarquism. 


On December 9, 1943, one of the — 
colonists of Baja California wrote to — 
Deputy Carlos Madrazo, of the Mexi- 


can House of Representatives, saying - 


he had read with great pleasure of the © 


work he, Madrazo, was doing to ex- 


pose the “False Apostles of the New — 


Christian Order,” who are: 


“exploiting the religious beliefs of our 
country and are trying to provoke a civil — 
war in Mexico to the end of elevating © 


themselves to power. 
“I was a Sinarquist: 


I was with the — 


traitors for a year and was in the Sinar- © 
quist colony of Baja California where I ~ 
saw at first hand the manner in which © 
Sinarquism is betraying Mexico, the Catho- — 
lics of good faith, and betraying the demo- — 
cratic government of Avila Camacho which ~ 


permits them to exist. . 
the Clergy lives in unlawful arrangements 
with Sinarquism, and in the colony there 
exists a dictatorship worse than that of the 


.. I noticed that — 


Nazis or Fascists .. . there you can see the © 


disaster that is caused in the body and 
spirit of men by the ‘New Christian Order’ 


a (Signed) SACRAMENTO CERVANTES 


Much of the ideological basis for 
the current movement toward clerical 
Fascism is to be found in the book To- 
ward Christianity by the Argentine 
“economist and philosopher’ Julio 
Mienvielle. The book states, ‘Three 
forces are at present in conflict: Russia, 
or Communism; Germany or National 
Socialism; and Britain or ‘Demo-liberal- 
ism.’ Each of these forces is basically 
anti-Christian. Their destruction is neces- 


sary. This is precisely the great service 
the Axis is doing the church. The myths 
of democracy, liberalism and capitalism 
will collapse. God will win out. This 
war came about to complete the victory 
of the Church.” 

On Sunday, December 12, 1943, at 
a meeting held for UNS members cele- 
brating the close of the National meet- 
ing of Chiefs, Don Juan Ignacia Padil- 
la, newly named National Sub-Jefe of 
UNS, said, “The program we are go- 
ing to realize completely is a program 
of a Christian Order.’’ Monsignor Ful- 
ton J. Sheen, on his return to the United 
States after laying down the new “‘line” 
of the clergy to Sinarquist leaders stated, 
“Mexico needs a revolution” and fur- 
ther, “‘corruption in that country is 
completely scandalous. Only the reli- 
gious faith of the people and their Cath- 
olic tradition can save Mexico.” 

The labor newspaper, E) Popzlar, in 
an extra edition during November, pub- 
lished documentary proofs that the up- 
risings in parts of Mexico, particularly 
near the city of Puebla, which had been 
going on for several months were part 
of the “New Christian Order’ ‘plot. 
Led by a so-called ‘“‘General’’ Jose In- 
clan, the “rebels’’ published a mani- 
festo which read, in part, ‘“The end of 
Masonry, Communism, Judaism, and 
Yankeeism is approaching. Over their 
ashes we shall raise our Christ, for we 
are believers in the Catholic Faith.” 


Mexican Labor News, published by 
the Workers’ University of Mexico has 
followed the activities of Sinarquists 
closely. In their November 11, 1943 
issue, they quote a leaflet issued by UNS 
as follows, ‘““Members will carry on a 
systematic campaign to convert union- 
ists. . . . they will carry our cause to 
the union halls, to the homes and to 
the churches. They will obey blindly and 
faithfully the orders of their superiors, 
who are the representatives of God on 
earth. Acts contrary to our plans must 
be denounced to our leaders... .”’ It 
has been clear for some time that UNS 
regards the trade unions as probably 


their major obstacle. Consistent efforts 
have been made by Sinarquists to dis- 
credit and break up the unity of labor, 
and to form UNS “unions.” In issues 
of El Sinarquista appear articles remin- 
iscent of Pegler attacking graft and cor- 
ruption within labor. 

Sinarquists, in country, cities, and 
towns have cooperated in nullifying the 
usefulness of schools too. Recently, 
Deputy Suarez Telley, of Guerrero, re- 
ported in the Chamber of Deputies that 
due to Sinarquist activity, attendance at 
public schools in Tixtla, Apango, Chi- 
lapa, and Atlixtac had fallen off 90 
per cent. 

A very recent development in UNS 
policy has been their open attack on Pro- 
testants. In part, his is due to “‘sugges- 
tions” from Catholic reactionaries in 
the United States. In November, 1943, 
an article appeared in the Mexican mag- 
azine As? written by Jerome Holland, of 
the Brooklyn Tablet, and attacking the 
U. S. Coordinator's Office for Inter- 
American Affairs for not ‘denouncing’ 
Protestant missionaries in Latin Amer- 
ica. A month later on December 12, at 
the meeting ending the Regional gath- 
ering of Jefes in Mexico City, Jose 
Trueba Olivares stated, “It is necessary 
that the U. S. should not send us Prot- 
estant missionaries. We do not need 
missionaries, and much less Protestant, 
because they come to break the unity of 
the Mexican people.’”” On December 
16, El Simarquista carried an editorial: 
“Protestant propaganda is profuse. Its 
ideas are spread by radio, expensive 
pamphlets, books and by lecturers. But 
fortunately our people know what the 
truth is and are indifferent. Neverthe- 
less it is an evil. Little by little the 
Protestants are penetrating. It is a 
danger which would destroy Mexican 
religious unity. All this propaganda 
comes from the United States and is a 
menace to the friendship between the 
two countries.” It is interesting that 
this issue of the UNS newspaper re- 
flected the new line of playing up to 
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conservative British-American opinion, 
and also dropped attacks on Jews. 

Recently, the writer was in the na- 
tional offices of UNS, and met a man 
by the name of Rodriguez, who lives 
in Berkeley, California and, teaches 
Spanish to the men of Hamilton Field, 
most important bomber base in the San 
Francisco Bay Area. He was on very 
intimate terms with Lic. Ignacio Mar- 
tinez Aguaya, public relations contact 
for Torres Bueno, and the two of them 
were talking about other members of 
the movement in important war centers. 

That Sinarquism does not hide its re- 
lations and contacts with the United 
States was borne out by publicity given 
to the recent participation of seven del- 
egates from the United States in the 
Conference of Jefes held in the first 
part of December. El Sinarquista re- 
corded that the delegates “reported on 
conditions in their areas and received in- 
structions .. .” ; 

Despite many protests to the Presi- 
dent of the Republic, his only statement 
about UNS was that they had the same 
right to civil liberties in Mexico as the 
Communists. No real Congressional 
investigation has been undertaken to 
smoke out relations of UNS with For- 
eign groups, but a group of Congtess- 
men recently started a publication, in 
defense of the Mexican Revolution, 
called Baluarte, edited by Carlos Velas- 
co Gil, one of the best informed people 
in Mexico on Sinarquism. Headed by 
Deputy Salvador Ochoa Renteria, this 
committee shows promise of being the 
“La Follette Committee” of the current 
legislature. 

Augusto Ibanez Serrano is Franco’s 
personal and confidential representative 
in Mexico. This man originally came 
over to organize a duplicate of the Fa- 
lange, but after unfavorable publicity, 
during which he never denied he was 
Franco’s man, he went underground, 
and has been an active force in the Na- 
tionalist Action Party and UNS. The 
tie of the Falange with the most minute 
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details of UNS activity was borne out 
in a controversy during October 1943, 
when the Sinarquists were demanding 
that the name of a small village be 
changed from a revolutionary figure 
to a patron saint. Simultaneously, Ar- 
viva, the Madrid Falangist newspaper, 
gave away the source of the campaign 
by publishing a long editorial favoring, 
the change. Falangists have undoubted- 
ly been the source of statements such as. 
were made recently by a UNS leader, 
and E) Sinarquista referring to former 
president Benito Juarez as “the greatest’ 
traitor of Mexico.” | 


That Sinarquists are lined up against 
the cause of the United Nations was 
decisively made clear by Licenciado 
Juan Ignacio Padilla in a Sinarquist 
meeting December 12, at the Colosseum 
in Mexico City. Taken verbatim by a. 
court reporter his words were, ‘‘At this 
time there begins to sound the public 
notice that Mexican troops will go to 
fight at the fronts of war; Sinarquism, 
from the beginning adopted the posi- 
tion that Mexicans must not go to 
fight on foreign fronts, because this 
wat was a war of great powers and 
not of weak nations; that this war was 
put in play by great mercantile interests 
. . . we oppose Mexicans going out to 
fight.’ Padilla continued, ‘““We do not 
eat because the politicians have placed 
all the production for sale to the United 
States at a better price in dollars.” 


These statements are quite recent; 
earlier ones made by UNS leaders were 
more openly pro-Axis. On October 10, 
in the small town of Colon, state of 
Queretaro, Sinarquist leader, Miranda 
Montoya, said that “Germany is a sin- 
cere friend of the Sinarquist movement.” 
He also attacked the government of 
Mexico as a “group of thieves’ be- 
cause ‘‘it takes land from private propri- 
etors and gives it to the farmers.” 

In a public opinion poll taken in 
1940 by the influential periodical Tiem- 
po, it was discovered that 750 out of 
evety 1000 persons were opposed to 
Sinarquism. No recent checks have been 


made. However, Supreme Chief Torres 
Bueno speaks openly of the coming of 
“the Day’ and to his soldiers about 
waiting ‘for the orders to be given.” 
In this framework, a movement led by 
fanatics, and paid well by the obscure 
and formidable forces of the reaction- 
ary wing of the Catholic Church who 
desire to regain their old control over 
Mexican life, UNS is a danger to Mex- 
ican democracy. In the Manifesto to the 
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nation published December 9, the pos- 
sible outcome was predicted, “By per- 
mitting this criminal work to proceed, 
the nation will remain at the mercy of 
these instigators of civil war against the 
people, democracy, and the nation’s in- 
dependence. The ‘Religious War’ which 
these elements are provoking will lead 
in the end to a bloody, disastrous strug- 
gle.” 


MOTHER (ON BIRTH CONTROL) 


—The following article was written at the request of Margaret Sanger 
in answer to the article ‘A Catholic Mother Looks at Planned 
Parenthood” in the December, 1943, Reader’s Digest —THE EpITor. 


HE ARTICLE, “A Catholic Mother 

Looks at Planned Parenthood”’ is an 
excellent expression of the private 
opinions of one Catholic mother. The 
number of children she has is not 
stated. She is making a valiant effort 
to persuade as many American men and 
women as she can, to agree with her; 
and may I, as a Protestant mother of 
five children, who believes in birth 
control, on all counts, now state my 
private case, and comment in brief on 
some of this woman’s points. 


We will pass over the first big point 
—one that has been going the rounds 
for so many years—the list of famous 
“tail-end’”’ children. It seems idle and 
infantile to carry that irrelevant line 
of talk on, with a far greater list of fa- 
mous first and second children. But, in 
connection with famous big families, 
it seems to me that to talk about two 
or three publicized large families, as 
if they were the norms, in a discussion 
like this, is purposely misleading. I 
would recommend that this Catholic 
mother visit the enormous families in 
the southern mountains; or do what I 
once did—work in the slums of any 
of our great cities, among the poverty- 
stricken families with too many chil- 
dren—wandering, worthless fathers; 
hopeless, broken mothers; the children 


sick, sub-normal, listless—all of them 
barely staying alive. It was women 
like these that crowded the clinics 
Margaret Sanger set up in Brooklyn, 
when she began her fight for birth con- 
trol. The record is there, in that mag- 
nificent and suppressed book of hers, 
Margaret Sanger — An Autobiography 
—and in her other books as well. 
Nearly 75% of the women who came 
to her clinics were, by the way, Roman 
Catholics. It is entirely dishonest to 
cite Mrs. Roosevelt and Mrs. Kennedy 
(the wives of very rich men, who had 
unlimited help, and care and food, and 
room and means, or to speak of Mrs. 
Dionne, whose children have been sub- 
sidized by the state and the British 
Crown) as any kind of norm. Nor do 
I consider myself a ‘“‘norm,’’ either, 
because when my first three were 
babies, I went home to my father for a 
year, in a big house, with two maids 
hired for the emergency. I would have 
collapsed without that help. Besides 
that, I had to have a serious operation 
that year. How would I have man- 
aged that, on my husband’s lean salary, 
and without maids to take care of my 
babies while I myself was off my feet? 
The answer is that I would not have 
had the operation, and would have been 
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the semi-invalid that millions of women 
become, when they have had children 
too fast, and have no one to help them 
through the terrific financial and physi- 
cal crises that are part of family life. 


Let’s be concrete about sortie of the 
large implications of this Catholic 
mother’s article. Suppose that women 
should go back to marrying at the age 
prescribed by Nature, that they marry 
at fifteen, before or after; and that 
they have a ‘‘quiver-full” of children, 
the way St. Catherine of Sienna’s 
mother did, doubtless in the virtuous 
hope of producing another St. Catherine! 
Suppose they too had twenty-one chil- 
dren (with five or six of their older 
ones starting families of their own, by 
the time the twenty-first was born). 
They can be had in less than twenty- 
one years. I myself had three babies 
in two and a half years. If they have 
“planned families’ and ‘defy God,” 
by so doing, they might take more than 
twenty-one years to produce twenty- 
one children; but even at that they 
wouldn’t be very old by the time the 
twenty-first was born. They would then 
be in their thirties (and already grand- 
parents); and if they had survived the 
ordeal, they could still be very much 
alive sexually. Yet they would perhaps 
be entitled now to stop having children, 
with so admirable a “‘quiver-full,” such 
an abundance of “olive plants’ about 
their tables! Would this Catholic 
mother suggest that from then on, this 
husband and wife stop having any more 
to do with each other—that they spend 
the rest of their lives in that “conti- 
nence’”’ so continuously advised by a 
celibate clergy? Or would she grant 
that perhaps they had a right to con- 
tinue to be in love with each other, 
and defy the consequences by protect- 
ing themselves from having fifteen 
more children? 


The idea that the sole purpose of the 
sexual relationship is the propagation 
of the race, as this mother says it is 
(expressing her own belief, and her 
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Church’s teaching), and that it is the 
sole reason for engaging in the arts 
and acts of love, is so fantastically 
wrong that it must, of necessity, have 
originated with people who either 
know little or nothing about love or 
marriage, or who are pretending some- 
thing is true that they know perfectly 
well is mot true. Those who do know 
anything about it, know what non- 
sense such talk is. The Catholic ob- 
session with such ideas must have come 
from their clergy—who, if they are 
honest, ate surely the least equipped 
of all individuals on earth to discuss 
or to advise upon matters of sex. 

Sexual experience is one of those ele- 
ments of life, which, like birth and 
death, cannot be comprehended except 
by direct contact, and personal ‘experi- 
ence. It is entirely individual, untrans- 
latable, indescribable. Anyone who 
presumes to know anything about it 
by proxy, is merely assuming to pos- 
sess a knowledge he cannot have, and 
is meddling in private affairs which he 
has no conveivable right to meddle in. 

If people willingly come to their 
priests to discuss the most intimate 
details of their marital life, that is a 
different matter. But for a class of 
individuals who know nothing what- 
ever about marriage, save by hearsay, 
because they have refused to take on 
its obligations, its joys, its sorrows, its 
binding ties and burdens, and its finan- 
cial responsibilities to endeavor to ad- 
vise and to command in this field, is 
the ultimate in presumption and un- 
warranted interference. 

The lady’s statistics on declining birth 
tates are antique and inaccurate. She 
says that birth control is causing a de- 
cline in birth-rates; and she implies that 
the countries where it is prohibited have 
high and rising birth rates. 

Yet Catholic Ireland’s birth-rate has 
dropped, from 22.6 in 1911, to 19.1 in 
1939; and in this country where birth 
control is legal in a majority of the 
states, the brith rate has been rising not 
falling. 

It is the tendency of Catholic writers 


never to quote statistics from countries 
like Ireland, or even Italy and Catholic 
Germany—where the rates do not agree 
with the propaganda—and do not meet 
the rates demanded by the Church and 
State. 

Moreover, when I hear the Cath- 
olic clergy pontificate, themselves, or 
through their laity, about the crime 
of ‘‘checking life as it is about to enter 
the world,” as Cardinal Patrick Hayes 
put it here, I cannot but recall the 
Church’s record in connection with 
people who have already been born. 
There have been many centuries when 
the Church and its leaders recom- 
mended the “extermination from the 
world by death” of all those who tre- 
fused to subscribe to Catholic dogma 
and the total control of their lives by 
the Church. Bishop Hafey in Scranton, 
Pennsylvania, as recently as February 
Ist, 1943, recommends, by word and 
implication, in 4 speech printed in full 
in the Scranton newspapers, that those 
who practise birth control be sent to 
the “gallows.” And Saint Thomas 
Aquinas, the saint most frequently 
quoted as the final authority by our cur- 
rent Catholic clergy in this country, put 
it this way: “But after the first and 
second admonition, as the Apostle di- 
rects: after that, if he (i.e. the heretic) 
is yet stubborn, the Church no longer 
hoping for his conversion, looks to the 
salvation of others by excommunicating 
him from the Church, and furthermore 
delivers him to the secular tribunal to 
be exterminated from the world by 
death.” 

Though this was said centuries ago, 
it is still believed and practised by the 
Catholic Church. Vide Spain. It al- 
ways seems curious that an institution 
that has had so little conscience about 
exterminating people already conceived, 
born, and grown up to maturity and 
defiance, should make such an un- 
conscionable lot of trouble about the 
unconceived and should show such pas- 
sionate solicitude for the unborn! 

I am interested, most of all, in 
the sentence, “I believe that all my 


children were ‘planned,’ not by me, or 
my husband, but by the Creator who 
endowed us with the power of giving 
life. Personally, I do not feel that 
I possess the wisdom to interfere ac- 
tively with His larger design.” 

I would like to take issue with this 
whole conception of God, as a per- 
sonal, interfering individual in our hu- 
man lives. I find it difficult to explain 
the tragedies of life on such grounds. 
If God gives all the blessings person- 
ally, what of the disasters? Are they 
punishments? Spite? Sadism? Many 
young mothers die in childbirth; many 
more babies die at birth. Does this 
mean that God is producing these 
babies, personally, just to cut them and 
their mothers off, in the act of being 
born? Is he personally responsible for 
the death of all the lovely young 
women in the history of the world who 
have perished in the unutterable agonies 
of their first travail and delivery? Does 
God have a personal hand in produc- 
ing monsters and idiots? Was he per- 
sonally responsible for making of one 
of my children—perhaps the most 
gifted and beautiful of the five—a 
breach delivery, whose life was saved, 
not “by God,” but by an expert ob- 
stetrician? Had nature taken its un- 
checked course, both of us might well 
have died. 

Such a conception of God seems to 
me little short of blasphemous. I state 
this as a mere personal opinion, not 
as infallible ecclesiastical wisdom. I 
cannot but think that people who turn 
everything that happens to them into 
a personal act of, or favor from, or 
punishment by, God, must have a 
strange set of ideas about Him when 
they look at the tragedies that sur- 
round them. 

If they will reflect upon the reali- 
ties of life, for a change, they will see 
that nature is singularly lavish about 
reproduction. For every dandelion pro- 
duced, there are millions upon millions 
of dandelion seeds floating on the air, 
without being used. That same phe- 
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nomenon is true of every form of life, 
including the human being. There is, 
above all else, a riotous superabundance 
and lavishness about the love life of 
nature, and of men and women; and 
the more people know about it, the 
more they know that it is, as I have said 
before, nonsense to say that the sole 
purpose of sex and marriage is the 
propagation of the race, and that the 
only sinless grounds for sexual rela- 
tionships are that they be for the sake 
of procreation. The producing of chil- 
dren is a marvelous, miraculous and in- 
dispensable part of it—but the love it- 
self is the important, the key part. 
People who are in love will want and 
will have children. And a lot of them 
will also believe that they have a right 
to use contraceptives to limit the num- 
ber of children they can honestly pro- 
vide for. 


And may I conclude by saying that 
the Church, whose teachings this 
Catholic mother solemnly says are 
“unequivocal,” 7s equivocal. It has bent 
with the wind—to put it mildly! (See 
page 425 of Margaret Sanger — An 
Autobiography, the statement of Dr. 
Mundell.) It has now put out books 
and theories about ‘“Rhythm’—which 
it says are “‘scientific,’ and which it 
recommends for its flocks—in defiance 
of its own adamant teachings. It is 
merely replacing for something scien- 
tific, honest, healthful, and reliable, 
something that is unscientific and is 
basically a fraud—in plain language, 
a sham, (Read on page 42 of the Decem- 
ber, 1943, Reader’s Digest, mention of 
the latest discoveries about ovulation.) 
Instead of sticking to its guns, as this 
mother says it does, it has left its guns, 
and has recommended a fake birth con- 
trol of its own. And at the same time 
it carries on an astonishingly unscrupu- 
lous, slanderous and lying propaganda, 
and an economic, professional and po- 
litical boycott, and a total suppression 
of the affirmative side, in connection 
with all the forces that are interested 
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in scientific means of birth control and_ 


ideological support of it as well. 


As for the Catholic mother’s last” 
sentence—‘‘Planned Parenthood exalts — 
wilful sterility, destroys the soul, and © 
threatens the state’—I would like to- 


make the following brief comments: 

“Planned Parenthood” 
parenthood, not with “wilful sterility.” 
It brings the use of reason, honesty, 


deals with | 


intelligence, and love into the central 


element of human life. The idea is to 


produce better and happier children, — 


and healthier and more able parents. 


: 


As for its “destroying the soul’—_ 


that is a sweeping statement, to put it 


mildly! Is the will, for instance, of a_ 
husband to protect the woman he loves — 


from burdens beyond her endurance 


3 


§ 


and his own—or vice versa—‘‘destroy- © 
ing the soul”? Is the emancipation of — 
men and women from that age-old - 


private and universal fear of “getting 


caught”—a folk-term that tells the 
whole story in a nutshell itself!’’—_~ 
“destroying the soul’? Is it “destroy-— 
ing the soul” to give people the chance ~ 
to have a whole, long life of married 
happiness together, in place of the” 
broken life that is routine in all coun-— 


tries, and particularly in certain coun-— 


tries, where women have too many 


{ 


j 


children, and the husbands take mis-— 


tresses and prostitutes because they are 
weary of the confusion, 


sickness, — 


squalor, burdens and despair that have / 


overwhelmed them? Is it “destroying 
the soul” to give men and women who 
are frail themselves, and cannot have 


children, the right to live and love, 


in spite of their handicaps? 
As for the “threatens the state’— 
does this Catholic mother recommend 


that we now emulate the Axis coun-— 


tries in their mad campaigns for more 


babies, for the putting into practice of 


the Jesuit phrase ardently used through- 


out the Axis countries—‘‘the cradle 


that is always full”—-so that they could 


expand, ‘“‘because we are too crowded”; — 


so that they could fight a crusade 
against the world for “Lebensraum” in 
Germany, and “world empire’’ in Italy 


—because they must all have ten chil- 
dren or more, for the State and for the 
Church? That last threat is one of 
those vague, terrible, horrendous threats 
specifically designed by the Axis to 
create the maximum of mass hysteria. 
We are supposed to tremble with fear 
at the sound of it. 

There isn’t room in a short article 
to deal with this vast threat—but it 
is a false one; and it has little or 


nothing to do with the issue that must 
be at stake in any democratic country, 
in this matter of birth control. The is- 
sue is this: Are Americans to be per- 
mitted to receive reliable information 
if they want it? Are their private lives 
to be their own, or are they to be de- 
prived of their basic liberties because 
a minority pressure group does not be- 
lieve in such liberties, either for them- 
selves or for anyone else? 


READ THIS AND WAKE UP 


Anti-Semitism is profitable; consider how long Henry Ford’s The International Jew 
has been in print in various languages, or how long the Protocols of Zion have been 
circulated. In the rural sections of Illinois anti-Semitic “literature” and anti-Semitism 
are spreading with terrifying speed. Informed persons are sure that they will spread even 
faster. In Chicago we recently had a disturbance on the west side during which armed 
youngsters pursued Jewish boys. In that same district there is an organized Falangist 
group working among the Mexicans. A carefully prepared anti-Semitic campaign is being 
carried on among the Negro population of Chicago where the tensions are already great. 


These are only a few of the straws in the coming hurricane. Some of the facts are 
familiar to some of our citizens but one cannot report that any real attempt has been 
made to face the problem. Isolated clergymen have spoken out bravely but the church as 
such has done very little. Anyone who is inclined to cast stones at the German churches 
in 1933 should look about him. Let us ask ourselves, “What am I doing, what is my 
church doing, to combat anti-Semitism?” Anti-Semites work at their job every hour of 
the day and night and every day of the week. In Chicago they are organizing precinct 
by precinct for the coming elections. If we imagine that zeal of that kind can be over- 
come by half-hearted efforts we shall wake up some day to find that another Huey Long 
has led a triumphant party to the White House. Protestant churches in New York have 
already been attacked. Boston has had disgraceful riots. “What has been taking place 
in Boston is just a pimple on the skin of our ‘body politic.’ Similar outbreaks can be 
expected in every great center.” That last sentence is not mine. I took it from The 
Cross and the Flag for November, 1943. The Cross and the Flag is the publication of 
a leading Fascist, Gerald L. K. Smith of Detroit. No one can say that they have not 
announced their intentions. 

J. BRYAN ALLIN 
in the Christian Register 


Chicago, lllinots 
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LE TEER Sa hO- TRE aiE-Dipnerk 


Is Anti-Semitism Organized? _ 


I note that in the current issue of THE PROTESTANT you call the National Conference 
of Christians and Jews and myself “smoke-screen for fascism” because I said, concerning 
the recent incidents of juvenile vandalism in New York City that they were not organ- 
ized but were attributable to adult associates who had been poisoned by propaganda. 


You may be interested in knowing that an elaboration of that statement has been 
described as the best he has seen by Mayor LaGuardia. 


You, no doubt, accept the Herland’s report which was obviously released after your 
editorial. That report says: 


“The acts of vandalism and violence reported upon herein are not the result of any 
conspiracy or organized plan” and, “Vandals and offenders in the cases reported upon 
became indoctrinated with anti-Americanism and anti-Semitism . . . In the great majority 
of cases, the indoctrination was the result of casual comments and ordinary conversation 
which could not be traced to any specific organization or individual.” 


Is Mr. Herland “a smoke-screen for fascism?” 


You will not, of course, dare to print this letter in your magazine since you do not 
follow the democratic policy of printing materials which differ from your line. 


WILLARD JOHNSON, 
Assistant to the President. 


Call for Help 


I come to you for help on a religious problem because I can get nowhere through the 
Army. On this post, a Catholic school with a Catholic C.O., we have been ordered to 
attend religious services conducted by priests, ordered to kneel for pictures to be sent 
to local papers from their services, etc. We have never had a Protestant minister on post 
although there are 5 churches within 6 blocks. There is no Protestant Chaplain. When a 
company is restricted for a week-end, all but Roman Catholics are prohibited from attend- 
ing Sunday services on threat of court martial. This is causing dangerous dissension among 
the troops, the majority of whom are not Catholic, and whose army specialized training 


here is supposed to consist of just that—not conversion. The comparison with Franco’s 
army is not a pretty one. 


I regret that I cannot let you use my name. When your story of the priests teaching 
soldiers Fascism here was made public, our commanding officer told us that if any 
more reports about conditions here were let out, we would be sent back to combat units 
and overseas. For the time being he holds the whiphand, 


PyvTt.—— 


Word of Courage 


Let me take this opportunity to congratulate you on the outstanding work THE 
PROTESTANT is doing. In my judgment this is a most critical hour in which all the 
liberties won in The Reformation are threatened, if not with extinction, at least, with 
creeping paralysis, which will eventually destroy the creative, dynamic values in our 
inheritance, values that are even more important today than in the stormy times when 
they were won against the forces of darkness and reaction. More power to you! 


JOHN A. MACCALLUM, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
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LITERATURE 


A GOOD IMPERIALISM IS A DEAD ONE 
MOTHER AMERICA, by Carlos P. Romulo, Doubleday Doran, New York, 250 pp., $2.50. 


The value of Carlos P. Romulo’s recent 
book, Mother America, is that it touches 
the problem of imperialism with straight- 
forward sincerity, with a simple and at 
times sentimental approach. The mistake 
that Romulo makes is that the problem of 
imperialism, which will be crucial in the 
post-war period, is merely touched upon. 

Romulo speaks-—to use a latin Ameri- 
can expression—‘“with his heart and his 
hands”. He speaks as a gentle and cultured 
Filipino, as the “westernized Oriental” that 
he calls himself. His voice is soft, plead- 
ing. He stands between two worlds and 
attempts to make the East understand the 
West, and struggles to make the West 
understand the East. After a few pages, 
however, one feels that the author, in his 
almost childish anxiety, understands neither 
East nor West. 

His is a mistake of generalization. In 
his haste to explain the ways of the Ori- 
ental and to plead for his cause, Romulo 
enters into obvious contradictions. On one 
page he tells us: “Happiness, if you ex- 
amine the fundamentals of his (the Ori- 
ental’s) belief, is a reflection of the soul. 
No matter what bodily discomforts are 
his, if the soul is at peace, the Oriental is 
content”. But a few pages later the author 
speaks of the sullen faces of the Orientals, 
of their poverty and sufferings; proving, 
therefore, the opposite of what he sought 
to prove—that the soul is not at peace 
precisely because of “bodily discomforts”. 

Romulo’s best pages are those in which 
he speaks of the Orient as he saw it. Here 
the nmewspaperman is speaking of real 
things, the author is close to earth. And 
he tells us that Japan’s victory in the East 
—in Java, Malaya, Indo-China—was made 
easier by the mistakes of imperialism. 
White arrogance and imperialist exploita- 
tion forced the natives to accept Japanese 
domination as a possible lesser evil, as a 
desperate escape from a cruel reality they 
had been suffering for hundreds of years. 
The Newspaperman contradicts the Phi- 
losopher and the picture he paints is real, 
though superficial now and then. 

When speaking of his own country, the 
Philippines, Romulo is at his best when 
he cites the dramatic incidents of the Fili- 
pinos’ fight for freedom and independence. 
Here again it is reality pushing its way 
forth. The pages recalling the struggle 


against Spanish domination are forceful; 
those telling of the Filipinos’ initial mis- 
trust for the Americans are convincing. 
But then the Philosopher becomes a po- 
litical analyst and he stumbles, gropes and 
says things like this: “Slowly our suspi- 
cions and resentments were overcome. 
Slowly, under the most remarkable colo- 
nial guidance in history, an Oriental nation 
was converted to faith in democracy”. 

The contradiction is clear. First he has 
told us that the Filipinos have always been 
a freedom-loving people; and then he says 
that “colonial guidance” led them down 
the path of democracy. To prove his point 
the author says: “The membership of the 
Rotary Club was two thirds American, 
yet the second year I was a member, I, the 
youngest member and a Filipino, was 
elected president!” 

Romulo is forceful and convincing 
when he relates the epic struggle against 
Japanese invasion, when Filipinos and 
Americans fought side by side against the 
ageressor. We might remind him that at 
least 3,000 American-born Mexicans also 
died at Bataan, shoulder to shoulder with 
Filipinos and Americans. We might also 
tell him that the Filipinos fought not out 
of simple loyalty to “Mother America”, 
but because their land was being invaded 
and because they, as freedom-loving peo- 
ple, understood the meaning of this war of 
the democracies. They died fighting for 
freedom, as Rizal died, and as the Mexicans 
also died; the cause was freedom for all 
peoples, not loyalty to a “remarkable colo- 
nial guidance”, not the desire to be presi- 
dent of the Rotary Club. 

Romulo fails to see the real essence of 
imperialism. When he presents the United 
States as a model colonizer he seems to 
imply that there are “good” and “bad” im- 
perialisms. When presenting us his model 
American imperialism, Romulo forgot 
about Latin America. 

We in Latin America have felt Ameri- 
can imperialism much in the same way as 
the Malays and the Indians felt British 
imperialism. Now things are changing, 
but, to speak frankly, we are not simply 
“thankful” for the Good Neighbor policy. 
It is not in the essence of an oppressed 
people to be “thankful” for a recognition 
of our existence as a nation. We feel that 
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the Good Neighbor policy is the necessary 
development, the indispensable phase of a 
new kind of relationship between the 
United States and Latin America. 

The fight for democracy is just begin- 
ning. All of us, Filipinos, Mexicans, In- 
dians, Americans, have a long~ struggle 
ahead. In this struggle we cannot justify 
colonialism. We ask Romulo to check his 
facts, to be less apologetic. We are sure 
that if he digs down into the warm, clean 
earth of the Philippines he will agree with 
us that a good imperialism is a dead one. 

CEZAR ORITZ 


COMMON CAUSE, by G. A. Borgese, Duell, 
Sloan and Pearce, New York, 448 pp., 


$3.50. 


Dr. Borgese is a Renaissance figure mov- 
ing easily in the worlds of yesterday and 
today, facing tomorrow less easily but with 
a deep faith in God and God’s man. This 
book is a plea to America from one of her 
adoptive sons, a plea for a leader, a Crom- 
well, a Liberator who will “point the way 
from spiritual and moral desolation to the 
green pastures of peace and hope.” Borgese 
complains, we believe rather, uselessly, of 
the absence of a Joshua to blow down the 
walls of Jericho—blow an honest anti- 
Fascist trumpet blast instead of the wicked 
little pin whistles of expediency which we 
hear today. It is strange that although 
Borgese praises Russia many times through- 
out this book, nevertheless the living trum- 
pet blast of Russia appears to be beyond 
the threshold of his hearing. This even 
although the walls of Jericho are crumbling 
under that potent blast for all the world 
to see. 

There is much in the book to make one 
impatient and yet it is one of the most im- 
portant books of the day because of its 
treatment of the war as Counter Reforma- 
tion, mostly in one chapter “Demofascism” 
a chapter which should be made into a 
pamphlet and circulated in the millions. 
It would do more than anything else I 
know to clear the mind of America with 
regard to the role of the Papacy in this 
whole modern upsurge of Fascism. This 
chapter represents the view of THE PROT- 
ESTANT and it is expressed more clearly 
and with a richer appreciation of historical 
philosophical background than it has ever 
been expressed in this magazine. The chap- 
ter stands out in deep sympathy with the 
fundamental Christian Catholic faith. Bor- 
gese, writing with flashing brilliance and 
unscrupulous fairness places the present 
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Vatican-Fascist collaboration in its true 
setting. I cannot over-recommend it. This 
and certain other portions of the book are 
written in a glorious English of which 
Borgese in certain moods appears complete 
master. 


K.L. 


AVALANCHE, by Kay Boyle, Simon & | 
Schuster, 210 pp., $2.50. + 


Kay Boyle has written what might be ~ 
called a thriller about the French under- — 
ground struggle—an exciting enough sub- 
ject, for that matter—and this reviewer © 
thinks that her excursion into this field of © 
literature is a success. i 

Avalanche does not pretend to be a 
work of great literary ambition but limits — 
itself to be entertaining in good style. The © 
story has a well-constructed plot, plenty of — 
suspense, colorful descriptions of places — 
and people, and a happy-end which is more — 
than gratifying. 

Wherever it transcends the sphere of — 
smooth and sophisticated entertainment it © 
has an important message: it echoes the 
call of the French underground which, — 
though slightly romanticized here, never- — 
theless remains terribly real and greatly — 
needs to be heard and understood. . 

The book radiates Miss Boyle’s love for 
France and things French, a feeling which — 
is heightened by the French people’s dis- 
tress and their courageous fight against — 
the invader. THES 
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telson, that Ford was, after all, but an 
innocent victim of circumstances be- 
yond his control. He was cautioned 
that only harm—harm for whom, we 
wonder? — could result if Ford were 
attacked. Had not Mr. Ford apolo- 


gized in 1927? What more could he 
do? 


But Mr. Birkhead proved _ stub- 
born, and his pamphlet “Henry Ford 
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Must Choose” was published in 1941. 
Its appearance was followed by some 
very interesting developments which 
provided evidence that Henry Ford, the 
boss of Charles A. Lindbergh and a 
financial backer of Gerald K. Smith, 
had some very powerful and astute 
Jewish friends. 


(Mr. Brainin will continue his series 
of articles in an early issue.) 


